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LETTER IL 
To the Right Honourable Epmunp Burke. 


SiR, 


OVERNOR Johnftone has fo fully 

replied to the illiberal and unjuftifiable 
abufe which you beftowed upon Mr, 
Haftings on Monday, ghat I thall make no 
further obfervations «pon it. It will not 
excite furprife in any man of the leaft re- 
fle@ion, that you fhould depreciate the cha- 
racter of the ftatefman who has hitherto 
had fo great a fhare in preferving our pof- 
feffions in India, when he confiders that for 
feven years you abufed your noble friend 
Lord North, in the groffeft terms, becaufe 
he differed from you in politics; that you 
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accufed Lord Cornwallis of facrificing the 
lives of thoufands in Virginia, whofe quiver- 
ing timbs you faw—or /eemed io fee, hang- 
ing upon every tree in that province; and 
that you would have prevented the return 
of Lord Rodney to the Weft-Indies, in 
1782, becaufe he had done his duty at St. 
Euftatius ; nay, that you would have tried 
him by a Court Martial, becaufe Count De 
Graffe had afferted, in his difpatches to France, 
that he had offered the Britifh Admiral battle 
in 1781, which he thought proper to de- 
cline, With a knowledge of thefe fadts be- 
fore us, which the moft fanguine of your 
friends can neither palliate nor deny, know- 
Ing too, that your relation Mr, William Burke, 
the Paymafter of his Majefty’s forces in 
India, is the avowed agent of the Raja of 
Tanjore, we account from interefted motives, 
as well as from the impetuofity of your 
temper, for the violence of your condu@ 
to the Governor Geferal. 

But what offence have you received from 
the great body of the Company’s civil and 
military feryants, the Free Merchants, &c. 
who refide in Bengal, that you fhould 
attack them with fo much feverity? I will 
take upon me to affeit, ‘that the {mall for- 
tune which JI obtained in the courfe of 
fifteen years fervice in Bengal, (and lam 
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pofitive Ican fay the fame of the fortunes 
of my cotemporaties, ) was as honourably 
and as fairly acquired, as that which you may 
now or hereafter poffefs ; and I affure you, Sir, 
I never acted either as agent to an Indian 
Raja, nor did I ever hold fo ufelefs, fo un- 
neceflary, or fo advantageous an appointment 
from the Eaft-India Company, in the fifteen 
years I was in their fervice, as that which 
the late Marquis of Rockingham beftowed 
upon your Coufin Mr. William Burke laft 
year. It is not impoffible, but that one 
thoufand or fifteen hundred pounds of my 
little fortune, may be remitted home next 
year, by that mode which you have cenfur- 
ed fo feverely, Many of my friends may 
alfo have a fhare of the remittance. I will 
therefore ftate it fairly as it is, and I will 
even leave you to judge if there is any thing 
in the tranfaction we need to blufh at. The 
Governor General and Council were obtiged 
to borrow money for an inveftment, to fup- 
ply the European market, to prevent the 
manufactures ftanding ftill, and the diminu- 
tion of the revenues. There were orders 
from the Company in force, that their 
fervantsin Bengal fhould not draw upon them 
beyond a certain amount. The firft idea there- 
fore was to fend home cargoes to be fold on 
account of thofe Gentlemen who advanced 

money 
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money in Bengal. This {cheme was cer- 
tainly liable to many objections ; thefe were 
forefeen, and the Supreme Council who had 
adopted the f{cheme on the 8th of April laft, 
relinquifhed it on the roth of May, for 
the more eligible mode of granting Bills on 
the Di etors at one and two years fight, 
and fending the cargoes to Europe on the 
Company’s account. The terms were as 
follow : That thofe who fubfcribed the mo- 
ney, fhould be allowed 8 per cent. intereft; the 
Jegal intereft ot the country is 12 per cent.) 
from the time the cafh was gee to the day 
the Bills were granted ; and the exchange 
was to be two fhillings the current rupee. 
Now, Sir, is it poffible that you can blame 
Mr. Haftings and the Supreme Council, 
who propofed thofe terms, or the Company’s 
fervants, who accepted them, and at the fame 
time call General Richard Smith your Ho- 
nourable friend, who actually propofed, on 
the 25th of September, 1769, in the hour 
of peace and tranquillity, to grant bills upon 
the Company at the rate of two fhillings 
and three pence the current rupee, and 4 per 
cent. intereft in England, till the time of 
payment, being above twelve per cent. more 
favourable to the bill-holders, and of courfe 
fo much more difadvantageous to the Com- 
pany, than the prefent remittance. 

The 
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The pfopofal of your Honourable Friend 
was not then accepted, though he very 
Strongly urged the propriety of it ; but on 
the 23d of Odtober following, at the dif 
tance of twenty-eight days, the {cheme was 
again brought forward with the General’s 
confent and approbation, and accepted with 
this difference, that the bill-holders were to 
have but 3 inftead of 4 per cent, intereft in 
England, from go days fight to the periods 
of payment, and to be allowed 8 per cent. 
intereft in Bengal, from the time the cajb 
was paid into the Company's treafury, to the 
day the bills were granted; the very circum- 
Rance in Mr. Haftings’s remittance which 
appeared to ftrike you with aftonifhment. 
Your Honourable Friend the General re-~ 
mitted above eighty-three thoufand pounds 
by the channel he had fo ftrongly advifed 
the Council to adopt. 

If you will be at the pains to read the 
Jetter which Mr. Francis (the Gentleman 
whom you intend to fend out Governor 
General of Bengal) wrote to the Court of 
Directors on the 19th of November, 1781, 
you will find that he recommends it to them 
to authorife the Supreme Council to draw 
upon the Company at the rate of two fhil- 
lings and one penny the current rupee; fo 
that Mr, Haftings and his Council, after all, 

maf 
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muft be allowed the merit of getting money 
upon better terms than Mr. Francis had re- 
commended, as equitable for one party to 
offer, and the other to accept: 
J. S. 


April 28th, 
1783. 


LETTER I. 
To the Right Honourable Epmunp Burke, 


SIR, 


OUR candid, humane, and rational de- 
fence of Mr. Powell and Mr. Bem- 
bridge gave me great pleafure. The re-~ 
fentment which you exprefied, when the 
words ‘‘enormous offenders” were applied to 
men unconvicted of any crimé, was manly 
and juft. But while I applaud your inter 
pofition in favour of Mr. Powell, becaufe 
delinquency bas not been proved againft him, 
becaufe it would be dard to condemn a man 
from ex parte evidence, what excufe can be 
offered for your ungenerous treatment of the 
Governor General of Bengal? I would afk 
you, Sir, if that gentleman has been heard 
in his defence? I would afk you, what 
crime has he committed, that you — 
cal 
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call him, upon all occafions, ‘* a moft no- 
torious delinquent ?’? You have, it is true, 
repeatedly pledged yourfelf to prove his de- 
linquency ; but when Governor Johnitone, 
on Monday laft, ftated the indecency and 
impropriety of your abufe of a man uncon- 
vidied of any offence, and exprefied the readi- 
nefs of Mr. Hauftings’s friends to reply to 
any charge you could bring forward, you 
dire€led the Clerk to read the refolutions of 
the Houfe of Commons, as your juftifica- 
tion for having ufed fuch harfh and unwar- 
rantable expreflions. 

I will fuppofe for once, that thofe refolu- 
tions had not paffed when there were but 28 
Members in the Houfe, that the Rocking 
ham party was not in the zenith of its power 
at the time, and that no previous converfation 
had been held between Sir Adam Fergufon, 
General Richard Smith, and yourfelf, ftill 
I am at alofs to conceive, how thefe refolu~ 
tions juftify you,in calling Mr. Haftings a‘‘no- 
toriqus offender.”” They condemn the Coyrt 
of Directors, Mr, Haftings, and Mr. Hornby, 
for their political conduct, andas they ftood ori- 
ginally, the Govenor General was faid to havé 
acted, in a certain inftance,fram an “‘interefted 
partiality to the Vizier.” Mr.Powys objected 
to the word “‘ interefted,” thinking it con- 
veyed an idea of corruption on the part of 
Mr. Haftings. Such an idea was ioftant 

B dife 
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difclaimed, and the word ‘‘interefted’’ was 
changed to “‘unreafonable :”’ admitting, there- 
fore, that the refolutions were well founded, 
I muft ftill infift upon it, that Mr. Haftings 
was never accufed of delinquency by the 
Secret Committee. I am, however, of 
opinion, that the refolutions, as far as they 
affect Mr. Haftings, have been fully and 
fairly refuted. 

Has the Select Committee proved Mr, 
Haftings guilty of delinquency? Certainly 
they have not,and I refer you to the Letters 
of *‘ Detector” for a complete and fatisfacto- 
ry reply to every infinuation contained in 
them. You have threatened us with a re 
port that is yet to come forward, I under 
ftand it is entirely confined to the trade of 
India. Whenever you produce a charge, 
it fhall be anfwered ; but I earneftly intreat 
you, Sir, to fhew that candour, fairnefs, and 
decency to the Governor General of Bengal, 
which you think due to Mefirs. Powell and 
Bembridge; do not in future call Mr. Haft- 
ings a “notorious offender,” until you have 
proved him one. 

It is above a year ago, fince you told Ma- 
jor Scott there was a direct charge of cor- 
ruption againft Mr, Haftings ; but although 
you were prefied to bring it forwards, I have 
dheard no more of it. 

At 


(a ) 
At the eve of an election Mr, Sulivan 
and Sir William James were faid to have 
falfified the records of the Company, A 
letter was written to feveral Proprietors, 
which was fufpe&ted to come f:om the 
Treafury, in which the moft unwarrantable 
liberties were taken with the characters of 
Gentlemen ‘‘unconvicted of any offence 5” 
but zhey carried their election, and we have 
heard no more of falfified Records. 


May 3, 1783. j. 8. 


LET FER Ii. 
Fo the Right Honcurable Enymunp Burke. 


SIR, 


N a letter, which FT did myfelf the 
honour to addrefs to. you a few days 
ago, I flatter myfelf F proved, that Mr. 
Haftings, in a feafon of war and diftrefs, had 
negociated a remittance more advantageous 
for the Baft-India Company, by above 12. 
pet cent. than that which General Richard 
B 2 oe 
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Smith recommended in the time of peace and 
tranquillity. Permit me now to compare the 
éonduct of Mr. Haftings, and your honour- 
able friend, in another inftance ; and I truft, 
I fhall be able to convince you, that even in 
this cafe, Mr. Haftings has been more fcru- 
puloufly attentive to the orders of the Com- 
pany, than the General : if I can do this, I 
am fure you will retra@ the cenfure that you 
have already paffed upon the Governor 
General, fince you have been more than 
commonly wirm and eloquent, in defence of 
your honourable friend, when his conduct 
has been under difcuffion, and the General 
has not neglected to remind us repeatedly of 
** the uniform tenor of his actions,” * his 
** confcious integrity,”’ ‘“‘and the regard he 
s* has ever paid to hisown honour.” Thefe 
declarations you may find recorded, in al- 
moit every letter he wrote, when he filled a 
public character in India. 

' In the month of Odtober, 17°1, the 
Vizier and his Minifters offered Mr. Haftirgs 
the fum of ten lacks of rupees, which he ac- 
cepted. So much of it as he then received, 
he expended. in the public fervice. He in- 
formed the Dire€tors he had done fo; he 
told them, that the remainder fhould be paid 
into their Treafury, as foon as he recewed 
st, and to them he left the difpofal of his 
PONCY» Abort 
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About the middle of the year 1767, hig 
Majefty Shaw Allum made General Rich- 
ard Smith a prefent of two lacks of rupees. 
The General took the cafh, but gave his 
bond and fecurity to the Council to refund 
it, provided the Directors would not permit 
him to retain it for his own ufe. 

In January, 1768, the General paid Sujah 
Dowlah a vifit at Fyzabad. The cuftoma- 
ry prefents of horfes, clothes, &c. were made 
by him to the Vizier, and prefents fuitable to 
the General’s rank and ftation were receiv- 
ed by him in return. In the courfe of the 
vifit, in order to fhew the world their 
friendly difpofitions to each other, the Gene- 
ral prefented Sujah Dowlah with drs bat, 
and received in return the turban of the 
Vizier, but refufed to accept a prefent of 
two lacks of rupees, which, as he fays, the 
Vizier repeatedly preffed upon him. 

In June, 1769, a letter was received from 
the Directors, by the Council of Bengal, in 
which they fay, they carnot permit General 
Smith to retain the prefent the King had 
made him, becaufe it is univerfally known, 
his Majefty is lefs able than any Prince in 
Indoftan to make prefents; but fhould Sujah 
Dowlah renew his offers, they have no ob- 
jection to his receiving that fum from him. 
This paragraph was fent to the General at 
Allahabad. On 
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On the 7th of September, 1769, the 
General, being then in Calcutta, produced to 
the Council two letters, authenticated as 
tranflations from the originals, by the figna- 
ture of Mr. C. W. Boughton Rous, the one 
from the King, the other from Sujah Dow- 
lah, ‘The latter contained in fubftance, that 
Sujah Dowlah had offered the General two 
lacks of rupees fome time ago, which the 
General would not accept ; he adds, he is 
very happy to find there wili be no impro- 
priety in his accepting that fum now, as the 
Directors have given their confent, and he 
offers to repay to the King the two lacks 
which his Majefty had given to the Gene- 
tal two yeats before. This letter was receiv- 
ed the 24th of June, 1769. 

The letter from the King expreffes fur- 
prize and concern at the idea of receiving 
back what he had once given away; and 
concludes by faying, that Sujah Dowlah had 
paid to the Royal Treafury the two lacks of 
rupees which his Majefty had given to the 
General in 1767. 

This letter was received the 3d of July, 
1769. Thefe papers being ni and enter- 
ed, the Council delivered to General Smith 
his bond ahd the bonds of his fecurities ; and 
thiis was the bufinefs adjufted. 

Now, Sir, from this authentic ftatement, 


( 15 ) 

you will perceive how differently Mr. Haf> 
tings and your honourable friend have acted-- 
not that I mean to impute the fmalleft de- 
pree of biame to the latter, very far from it; 
but Mr, Haftings has certainly been more 
obfervant of the Company’s orders, which 
were equally binding on both. Your ho- 
mourable friend actually received the cath ; 
he had the advantage of employing it above 
two years, when the common intereft at the 
time was 12 per cent. fo that if he had re- 
funded the original fum, the intereft would 
have been above 6oool. to him; but as Su- 
jah Dowlah fettled the bufinefs with the 
King, and the General had not a rupee to pay 
back, and as he was enabled to remit at a 
very advantageous exchange, I think I may 
fairly ftate the value of the prefent at thirty- 
three thoufand pounds. 

Mr. Haftings effeCtually precluded him- 
{elf from every poffibility of advantage for 
the prefent, by paying in the money as faft 
as he received it, and leaving the entire dif- 
pofal of principal and intereft to the pleae 
{ure of the Court of Directors. 

I truft, Sir, when you next mention this 
circumftance, you will recolleé&t, how your 
honourable friend acted in a fituation fome- 
thing fimilar, and that you will give Mr. 

Haftings 
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Haftings,the credit which is due to him for 
his difintereftedneds. 
May 9, 1783. j. S. 

P.S. Your honourable friend did not 
deem it neceflary to account for any trifling 
prefents he received during his command 3 
for in looking over the sth Report of your 
Select Committee, I find that General Ri- 
chard Smith received about fixteen thoufand 
pounds fterling from the Company, being 
the amount of prefents he had made in his 
publick charaéter ; but it did not occur to 
him to bring to account the value of the 
horfes, clothes, jewels, &c. &c. which he re- 
ceived in return. 


LETTER IV. 
To the Right Honourable Eomunp Burke, 
SIR, 
ie has been very generally faid, for fome 


time paft, that you mean, during the 
prefent Seffion of Parliament, to bring in a 


Bill 
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Bill of Regulation for India, and that on¢ 
object of that Bill will be to appoint Mr, 
Francis, Governor General of BengaJ, Ge- 
neral Richard Smith, fecond in Council, and 
Commander in Chief, Mr. Dudley Lons, 
and Mr. William Burke, 4th and sth Mem- 
bers of the Adminiftration. By this ar- 
rangement, Mr. Haftings, Sir Eyre Coote, 
Mr.Wheler, and Mr. Macpherfon, are to be 
removed, and Mr. Stables to remain, I pre- 
fume in compliment to his conne@lion with 
your 2-w friends, though I muft admit it 
would be difficult to find a plea for remov- 
ing him, as we have no official intelligence 
of his arrival in Bengal. With what pro- 
priety you can propofe to recal Mr. Mac- 
pherfon, for having acted as Agent to the 
Nabob of the Carnatic, and appoint in his 
room your coufin, Mr. William Burke, who 
is at this moment the avowed Agent of the 
Raja of Tanjore, I cannot comprehend. Mr. 
William Burke may have great merit, but I 
believe, Sir, he is only known in Leaden- 
hall-ftreet, as one of thofe gentlemen who 
{peculated very deeply in India Stock fome 
years ago, and fmarted feverely for his 
fpeculation, Mr. Long has never been em- 
ployed in the Company’s fervice. This 
will be an objection to fome, and a recom- 

mendation 


{ 18 ) 
mendation to thofe who think we are all 
rotten to the core. 

Your honourable friend, Mr. Richard 
Smith, is an old fervant of the Company ; 
his merits or demerits, as a public man, may 
be found upon the Company’s records. 

If Iam not mifinformed, he went firft to 
India about the year 1753, but not in 
a military character, though his active and 
afpiring mind foon led him into the army. 
He ferved about 10 years on the Madras 
eiftablifhment, with reputation, but without 
having had any very particular opportunities 
of diftinguifhing himfelf. He refigned the 
fervice with the rank of Captain early in 
1763, and from that day never fawa fhot 
fired by an enemy. He was promoted to 
the rank of a Major by the Court of Direc- 
tors while on his paffage to England, and he 
arrived at a time when party difputes ran 
very high in Leadenhall-itreet. He was 
enabled to ferve the late Lord Clive very 
effentially, by purchafing India Stock, and 
fplitting votes. In return, his Lordfhip pro- 
cured for him a very high military command 
in Bengal, and the rank of Colonel in his 
Majefty’s fervice in India. 

The General arrived in Calcutta the rft of 
May, 1765. Sujah Dowlah furrendered 
himfelf to General ‘Carnae very foon after, 

and 
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and tranquillity was perfectly reftored. In 
1706, your honourable friend commanded 
an army of obfervation, which the Munrattas 
never ventured to approach; and on the 
24th of January, 1767, he fucceeded to the 
ftations of Commander in Chicf, and third 
Member of the Adminiftration. On the 
23d of November, 1769, he refigned the 
fervice, having been but four years and feven 
months in Bengal, and two years and ten 
months only of that time in the command 
of the army : fo that, in fact, General Smith 
has not been longer in the Company’s fer-. 
vice, calculating the time he was employed, 
both at Madras and in Bengal, than Major 
John Scott, whole promotion was deemed 
of confequence enough to be inferted in one. 
of your Reports. 

Your honourable friend’s declarations of 
difintereftednefs, uniformity af condud, &c. 
may be found in almoft every minute, and 
in every letter he wrote, while in Bengal: 
yet he acknowledges to Mr. Verelft, Feb. 8, 
1768, that he was concerned in the attempt, 
to purchafe all the cotton, imported into 
Bengal from Surat; that he had made ad- 
vances for cloths, at the Aurungs; that he 
had purchafed goods, at, the Company’s ex- 
pence, in Calcutta; and that he had obtained 
an exclufive privilege for making faltpetre in, 
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Oude. He affigns, as a reafon for entering 
into commercial concerns, the fcantinefs of 
his allowances from the Company, and he 
adds, that he gained nothing by cotton ; that 
he divided the profits of his trade in cloths, 
é&c. amongft the gentlemen of his family ; 
that he foon relinquifhed his faltpetre Per- 
wannah, and that he faw the impropriety of 
a Commander in Chief being concerned in 
trade. Although the honourable General 
may be perfectly fincere, and doubtle!s he is 
fo, in his affertions to Mr. Verelft, yet very 
ferious coniequences refulted from Mr. Rolt’s 
endeavours to participate in the trade of falt- 
petre, which he knew to be very advantage- 
ous. The violence, with which his Go- 
maftahs were treated, the feizure of his per- 
fon, and fending him by force to England, 
are clearly imputable to your bonourable 
friend, and thefe acts occafioned the efta- 
blifhment of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
cature. The meafure of keeping above a 
third of our army at Allahabad, contrary to 
the recommendation of Lord Clive at his 
departure from Bengal, a meafure which 
General Smith reprefented to the Commit- 
tee as abfolutely neceffary, the importation 
of good Sonaut Rupees for the payment of 
the troops (though it is well known they 
were paid in a bafer coin), the expenfive 
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and ufelefs deputation of the Sujah Dowlah 
in 1768, the propofition made by the ho- 
nourable General on the 25th day of Sep- 
tember, 1769, for granting bills upon the 
Directors, againft their pofitive orders, the 
{ubfequent adoption of that propofition to 
fo confiderable an amount, to which a- 
mount he fo largely contributed ; thefe mea- 
(ures, which the records of the Eaft India 
Company will prove, did actually originate 
with your honourable friend, brought fuch 
diftrefs upon the Company in England, 
that they were obliged to petition Parlia- 
ment for affiftance, and the confequence 
was, to ufe your own language, * Relief 
*‘ and reformation went hand in hand.” 
The Regulating A& paffed—To that a& 
the honourable General fays, we owe all 
our misfortunes—I perfe€tly agree with 
him—but I add, that to him we owe that 
act, 

The honourable General ferved the Com- 
pany about fifteen years. He has retired 
from their fervice almoft fourteen years, 
and I think it highly probable, that he has 
not the moft diftant idea of returning to it 
again. But as you have very wifely pointed 
out the neceffity of examining into the me- 
rits of every man, who, having been once 
employed in India, afpires to the elevated 

| {tation 
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{tation of a Member of the Supreme Coun- 
cil in Bengal, you wiil, Iam fure, be ob- 
liged tome, sor any auther tic information 
I may convey to you refpecting the ho- 
nourable General, provided (which hows 
ever I do not believe) you do really intend 
to propofe him as one of the Members of 
your new arrangement. 

The public tranfactions, in which Mr. 
Francis has been concerned, are fo gene- 
tally known, that it will be needlefs for me 
to fuy a fyllable about them. 


May 21ft, 1783. j. &. 


LETTER V, 


To the Right Honourable EpMunp Burke. 


SIR, 


Can with truth affure you, that noman liv- 
ing more fincerely applauds than I do the 
equitable refolution of the Houfe of Com- 
mons on Wednefday laft, and I earneftly hope 
that what has already paffed refpecting two 
gentlemen. 
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gentlemen, who, I truft, have been mor 
imprudent than guilty, will not prejudice 
them in the public opinion, There were 
parts of your Speech which affected me, and 
they certainly made an impreffion upon the 
Houfe: but while‘I honour your humanity 
in one inftance, let me conjure you to exer- 
cife your juftice at leaft, if not your huma- 
nity, in another. Two gentlemen of confide~ 
rable rank in life, and a Clerk in office, 
have been reprefented as having committed 
a fraud ; the faét is, no fraud has been com- 
mitted. Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James 
can and will defend themfelves; but Mr, 
Wilks, in confequence of a long and painful 
illnefs, brought upon him by intente applica- 
tion to bufinefs, is really that timid man in 
office whom you defcribed Mr. Powell to 
be. The determination of the bufinefs to 
which I allude has been put off for another 
week ; and, in order to prevent the malici- 
ous and envious part of mankind (and Lord 
John Cavendifh has juftly faid, there are too 
many who come under that defcription’ 
from {uppofing that gentlemen, who hav. 
ferved their country ably, faithfully, anu 
fuccefsfully, both at home and abroad, have 
been guilty of a fraud, I muft ftate th. 
tranfaction very fhortly, premifing, how- 
<yver, that the whole of this trifling bufinefs 
AS 
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is fully elucidated by ‘ Detector,” and in # 
“few obfervations” which have been very 
generally read. 

In July 1781, two Acts of Parliament, 
refpecting India, received the Royal Affent. 
On the 2d of Auguft they were received by 
Mr, Wilks at the India Houfe from Mr. 
Strahan, the King’s Printer. The next day 
(as Mr. Wilks has fworn) he packed up five 
of each in a box, and they were carried by 
him to the Admiralty, to be fent to Bengal 
by the Agamemnon and Prothee; two fail of 
the line, which were intended to proceed in 
the moft fecret manner to reinforce Sir Ed- 
ward Hughes, at a moment when we trem- 
bled for our exiftence in India. The Chair- 
man and his Deputy were in the Secret, 
but every circumftance of the difpatch was 
concealed from the Directors, and from the 
Captains of the men of war. The letter to 
Bengal was upon points of very great public 
Importance. You very fully proved in your 
firft Report of laft year, that the regular 
official mode of tranfmitting Ads of Parlia- 
ment is from the Court of Directors ; nay, 
you have infinuated, that any other mode of 
tranfmiffion might be dangerous, Admit- 
ting, as I do, this fact, is it furprifing that 
Mr. Wilks, Clerk to the Secret Committee, 
with fo much important bufinefs on his 

hands, 
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hands, forgot to infert, in the letter of the 
3d of Auguft, that he had tranfmitted the 
Acts ? though there is not any doubt of his 
having mentioned them in the lift of packets 
in this manner, ‘‘ No. 10 and 11, Copics of 
Aéts of Parliament.” 

The fhips failed, fell in with Admiral 
Darby, returned with bim to Torbay. 
The fcheme was given up, ahd the packets 
were received back by Mr. Wilks from the 
Admiralty on the 21ft of November: fo 
that one fact is incontrovertible, whether 
the acts were fent or not, no injury has 
been fuftained, decaufe the fhips did not 
proceed. Now, Sir, I come to Mr, Wilks’s 
crime, ftiled a fraud by the honourable 
General. The Select Committee, in De-« 
cember 1781, wanted to know what had 
been done refpecting the tranfmiffion of 
the acts, and ordered all the papers from 
the India Houfe before them. Mr, Wilks 
told Mr. Sulivan, he had fent the a¢ts on 
board the Agamemnon. Mr. Sulivan call- 
ed for the letter, obferved there was no 
mention of their tranfmiffion. Mr. Wilks 
went home, altered the letter, fo as to make 
it correfpond with the ftric&t matter of fact; 
but, as he has folemnly {worn, without any 
order from any perfon, and that he never 
communicated the circumftance either to 

Mr, 
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Mr. Sulivan or Sir William James. Here, 
Sir, is the extent of Mr. Wilks’s offence— 
He has {worn to it. He calls the aQ a 
moft unwarrantable one himfelf, and he 
fubmitted to the mercy and the juftice of 
the Sele&t Committee. That he acted im- 
prudently, nay foolithly, I will allow; but 
the tranfaction could not injure any human 
being; and would you, Sir, with your 
boafted humanity, damn a man for ever in 
this world, for fuch an act of folly? 

With refpe& to Mr. Sulivan and Sir 
William James, it will appear that they 
could have no view or intereft in delaying 
the tranfmiffion of the A@ts ; that by fend- 
ing them in a fecret difpatch from them- 
felves, they performed an A&t of fupere- 
rogation at leaft, fince you have proved 
that the regular channel of tran{miffion is 
from the Court of Directors; and they were 
regularly fent by the Trial on the agth of 
Auguft, though from various accidents, 
for which neither Sir William James nor 
Mr. Sulivan are accountable, fhe did note 
finally fail from Ireland till the 12th of 
February, 1782. 

Now, Sir, I come to the faelt which is 
exclufively Mr. Sulivan’s. He had pro- 
mifed your Committee to fend orders to 
Bengal for certain fums to be paid to the 

Patna 
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Patna Magiftrates, In the extreme hurry 
of important bufinefs, when the Trial was 
difpatched, he forgot to bring the fubject 
forward. ‘The veffel, however, returned. 
He confeffed his neglect to you, but he 
told you it was of no confequence, as the 
Trial had returned, and the order for com- 
penfation fhould go. It was fent. The 
Aéts, &c. éc. all arrived in Calcutta the 7th 
of July, 1782, in the Trial—being in fac 
the firit arrival from England in Calcutta, 
either by land or fea, from the Day the A@s 
received the Royal Affent, and within a 
year of their paffing ; which furely was 
not any confiderable Delay, during an ex- 
tenfive and complicated war. 

Did you, Sir, thew humanity to Mr. 
Sulivan ; nay, did you thew iuftice to him ? 
Were not refolutions ef cenfure brought 
forward by your Committee ? Were they 
not paffed ? Did not Mr. Sulivan petition to 
be heard in his defence ? Was he allowed 
this reafonable indulgence? Did you not 
fay, that the Houfe might come to any 
refolution, bat unlefs further proceedings 
were held, Mr. Sulivan had no right to be. 
heard? Was he not obliged to fubmit, and 
was not the refolution of cenfure againft 
him, of laft year, called for by yow at the 
very eve of an election, ard read. ta the- 
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Houfe on the day the 7th Report of your 
Committee was prefented. Nay, further, 
is not your brother, Mr. Richard Burke, fup- 
pofed to be the perfon who authorifed let- 
ters to be fent from the Treafury in which 
Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James are 
pointed at as having incurred the juft cenfure 
of Parliament. Ican produce one of thefe 
curious epiftles, and can bring prefumptive 
evidence at leaft of its having been fent 
from the Treafury. Your brother, if he did 
not act from himfelf in the affair, beft knows 
by whofe oider he interfered as a public 

an in an Eaft-India election. I am not apt, 
me to mention matters of fuch confe- 
quence loofely or lightly, and the tranfac- 
tion ought to be ftrictly enquired into. 
Where is the juftice, or the humanity of 
fuch proceeding ? The world well knows 
your hatred to Mr. Haftings, that you ftand 
pledged to God, the Houfe of Commons, 
and your country, to prove that Gentleman 
a moft notorious delinquent ; but furely, Sir, 
you ought not to extend your hatred and 
your prejudices to every perfon with whom 
Mr. Haftings is conneéted. 

I hope and truft, after what has paffed 
lately, that Mr. Haftings’s character will be 
{pared, until a /pecific charge hall be prefer- 
red againit him. The moment that ap- 

pears, 
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pears, I pledge myfelf to God and my coun- 
try, for 1 am not honoured with a feat in the 
Houfe of Commons, to anfwer it fully, 
fairly, and I hope fatisfactorily. 
May 24th, 1783. J. S. 


LETTER VI. 


To the Right Honourable Epmunp Burks, 


SIR, 


VERY fincerely congratulate you on the 
favourable intelligence received from 
Bengal by the Lively, and I have the pleafure 
to inform you, that the Patna Magiftrate, 
whofe ghoft you faw about thirteen months 
ago, hovering over that aflembly which be- 
trays fuch {trong figns of impatience when- 
ever you addrefs them, is alive, in health, 
and releafed from his confinement. I for- 
bear to fay a fyllable of the conclufion of 
Mr. Sulivan’s bufinefs; but I truft, as you 
haye failed both in your attempts to keep 
that gentleman out of the direction, or to 
remove 
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remove him from it after he got in, a8 you 
alfo dropped your enquiry into Lord Rod- 
ney’s conduct, and accufed Lord Cornwallis 
without a caufe that you will be a little 
More cautious how you attack deferving in- 
dividuals in future. : 

Were I, Sir, as anxious to expofe the in- 
confiftency of your conduct, as you are to 
criminate every man connected with Mr. 
Haftings, I fhould remark upon the extra- 
ordinary affertion you made in the Houle of 
Commons relative to the late unfortunate 
Mr. Powell. You faid, that you reftored 
him to his office, becaufe that reftoratiog 
was abfolutely neceflary for conducting the 
public bufinefs, and you dwelt very forcibly: 
upon this circumftance; yet you have {worn 
before the Coroner, that the unhappy man 
was in a ftate of infanity from the moment 
the Jate Lords of the Treafury commenced 
a profecution againft him. - 
— But furely, your conduct with refpect to 
Mr. Haftings is extraordinary-and unpare 
donable.—I attribute the unworthy. treat, 
ment which that gentleman met with lat 
year, to the violence of your paffions, and to 
‘your influence with the Rockingham Admi- 
niftration. I have heard, and from tolera- 
ble authority too, that the late Marquis ab- 
folutely threatened to. break up.the Miniftry 
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if Mr. Haftings was not removed. The 
nation, thank God, has at laft recovered its 
fenfes, I have repeatedly pointed out to 
the public the manner in which the Refolu- 
tion to remove Mr. Haftings was carried ; 
but as he has loudly complained of the in- 
juftice done to him, as he very properly 
difclaimed all refponfibility until fomething 
decifive fhould be done, previous to his 
knowledge of the interference of the Court 
of Proprietors, I do think the fubje& worthy 
the confideration of every honeft, indepen- 
dent man in this kingdom. 

Two Committees had fat for a confidera- 
ble time upon India affairs; the one to en- 
quire into the caufe of the war in the Car- 
natic, the other to take into confideration the 
adminiftration of juftice in Bengal. The 
former brought into the Houfe forty-four 
Refolations, which condemned the conduét of 
the Court of Directors, Mr. Haftings and Mr. 
Hornby, previous to any refolutions relative 
to the affairs of the Carnatic. The latter, 
after having difpofed of Sir Elijah Impey, 
and having cenfured Mr, Haftings for an a&@ 
of great wifdom, prudence, and neceffity, 
turned their whole attention to perfonal mat- 
ters: I mean to a critical examination of 
every act of Mr. Haftings’s Adminiftration, 
and to the appointment of Mr. John Mac- 

pherfon 
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pherfon to the Supteme Council. Thefe 
occurrences took place during the Rocking- 
ham Adminiftration. The views of Ge- 
neral Smith and Mr. Dudley Long to fill 
up two of the places they were taking fo 
much pains to vacate, were publicly men- 
tioned, God knows with what truth; and it 
was further faid, Sir, that you expected the 
ftation of a member of the Supreme Council 
for your Coufin, Mr. William Burke, the Tan- 
jore agent, and Paymafter of his Majefty’s 
forces in India. Thefe, probably, may be 
ftories induftrioufly circulated with a view to 
leffen the dignity of your proceedings ; for I 
believe it will be found that General Smith, 
Mr. Long, and Mr. Burke, form a majority 
of members prefent upon almoft every oc- 
cafion, and your joint and feparate abilities 
are well known. It would not degrade Mr. 
Smith, Mr. Long, and Mr. Burke, if they 
were to ftep forwards, and honeftly avow 
that they have no views of filling up any 
ftations in India, either in their own perfons, 
or by promoting their near relations ;---the 
public would then have fome confidence in 
your proceedings. 

The meafure of removing Mr. Haftings 
was eafily determined ; but the difficult point 
was, how it fhould be done. Had it been by 
bill, that gentleman’s friends muft have been 

‘heard 
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heard in his defence. Such a proceeding 
mutt have opened the eyes of a deluded pub- 
lic. It was therefore agreed to effect his re- 
moval by d parliamentary mandtuvrt. Your 
prefent noble friend, Lord North, had fled 
the field. The honeft and independent coun- 
try gentlemen, wearied with the American 
war, and having a confidence in his Majef- 
ty’s Minifters, did not interfere, but had pe- 
nerally retired to their counties, Under thefe 
circumftances a refolution was brought in, 
and paffed without difficulty in a very thin 
Houfe, ‘* that it was the duty of the Court 
“‘ of Directors to remove Mr. Haftings.” 
You may now, perhaps recollect, (for you 
have had fome caufe to be humbled) though 
your pride and your confequence would not 
at that time allow you to liften to a friend of 
Lord Rodney, how pointedly Governor 
Johnftone fpoke on that occafion. He told 
you, if you were determined to remove Mr. 
Haftings, you muft do it conftitutionally, 
you muft do it by Bill; that the Proprietors 
would interfere, unlefs they fhould be of the 
fame opinion with the Houfe of Commons. 
I well recollect how you declaimed upon 
that occafton, ‘ that the Proprietors had 
nothing to do with Mr. Haftings;” who 
would dare to oppofe a Refolution of that 
Houfe, &c. 8c. j. s. 
May 31 ft, 1783. E 
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LETTER VIL 
"0 the Right Honourable EpMuND BuRKE: 


s 1 R, 


S the proceedings of the India-Houfe 

during the fummer recefs are fo well 
known, it will be fufficient barely to ob- 
ferve that Mr. Haftings was continued in 
that office from which 13 of the Direétors 
wanted to remove him, by a majority of 
above fix to one of his refpectable confti- 
tuents. Many of the firft and beft charac- 
ters in England actually came up from 
diftant counties, without follicitation, to 
ballot in his favour. 

You may remember, that on the firft 
mention of this tranfaction in Parliament, 
the Lord Advocate avowed his intention to 
propofe the removal of Mr. Haftings by Bill. 
You perfectly agreed with him, and took 
that opportunity of accufing the Governor 
General of delinquency. ‘The Lord Advo- 
cate, however, inftantly difclaimed every 
idea of delinquency, and declared, that all 
he wanted or expected to prove'to the Houfe 

was, 
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was, the expediency of removing Mr. 
Haftings. When Mr. T. Pitt earneftly 
entreated the Houfe to proceed with temper 
and with caution, and was pleafed to men- 
tion Mr. Haftings’s charater with that de- 
gree of refpect with which it is univerfally 
fpoken of, except by thofe who have an 
intereft in depreciating it. What was your 
reply? That he was a moft notorious de- 
linquent, and you pledged yourfelf to God, 
to that Houfe, and your country, to prove 
your affertion; that you oppofed your cha- 
racter to the Governor General’s, &c. &c. 
This folemn declaration was made early 

at the month of December, in a full Houfe ; 
and I am now writing to you on the 4th of 
June, at a time, as Mr. Fox has faid, “when 
‘it is impoflible to compel or procure an 
‘“‘ attendance.” To this day we have not 
heard a fytable of Mr. Haftings’s delin- 
quency. How, Sir, can you anfwer to God, 
your country, and the Honfe of Commons, 
for {peaking, as you have done, of a man, 
whofe public and’ private character is fo. 
fuperior to your own, unlefs you had in- 
tended to bring forward your proofs. Was 
it neceffary, Sir, with the advantage of 
having all the Company’s records to refort 
to, with the additional affiftance of that 
§<‘quarto volume,” from whence, as you told 
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Major Scott, in the month of May, 1782, 
you had difcovered “a direct charge of cor- 
€ ruption againft Mr. Haftings,” and with the 
opportunity of examining every man who 
has ferved in India, with the labour, the 
induftry, and the abilities of your Honour- 
able Friend the General, fo powerfully ex- 
erted, in conjun@tion with your own; with 
all thefe advantages operating again{ft an 
abfent, unconnected individual ; was it, I 
fay, neceflary, Sir, that you fhould wait 
until, by the confeffion of his Majefty’s 
Miniffers, ‘an attendance cannot be pio- 
‘© cured,” before you bring forward a fingle 
charge of delinquency ? What will the world 
think of your juftice? In the month of 
December, you affert, ‘* That Mr. Haftings 
‘¢ is a moft notorious delinquent; that you . 
‘€ will prove him one, &c.” A reafonable 
man would fuppofe the proof was at that 
moment in your pocket, in your houfe, or, 
at leaft, in your favourite Committee-room, 
and that it would have been {peedily pro- 
duced, in conformity to fo folemn a pledge. 
So far, however, from this being the cafe, 
the tryth is, that, from that time to this, we 
have heard nothing on the fubjeét, though 
fix months have elapfed, except unmeaning 
declamation, whenever Mr. Haftings’s name 
has been mentioned, which, if it proves any 
es es . thing, 
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thing, proves yoifr invincible prejudices, 
Do not fuppofe, Sir, that by fairly ftating 
the injuftice of your proceeding, 1 mean to 
fhrink from any accufation you can bring 
forward. In God’s name, produce your 
charge of corruption, and although, as his 
Maujefty’s Minifters have told us, an attend- 
ance cannot be procured, it fhali be com- 
pletely anfwered. 

A report has lately prevailed, that, al- 
though an attendance cannot be procured at 
this advanced feafon of the year, his Ma- 
jefty’s Minifters mean to bring forward a 
bill for the change of our Government in In- 
dia. Mr. Fox has ftated, that every per- 
fon who has read the Lively’s difpatches, 
muft fee the neceflity of fomething being 
done. I have read them with great atten- 
tion, and they convey to my mind the fulleft 
conviction of the integrity, the ability, and 
the fuccefsful exertions of the Government 
of Bengal. It is true, indeed, Mr. Haftings 
hath,with as much fpirit as propriety, pointed 
out the neceffity either of confirming or 
removing him, that the public interefts 
might not continue to fuffer from the vote 
of the 28th of May, 1782. Will his 
Majefty’s Miniftens, at this advanced feafon 
of the year, when an attendance in Parlia- 
ment cannot be procured, bring in a Bill 
i to 
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to remove Mr. Haftings, againft the de 
clared fenfe of the Eaft-India Company, 
and againft the fenfe of the nation at large, 
becaufe you have afferted what you have fo 
often been called upon, though in vain, to 
prove, or becuufe Mr. Haftiags, like a man, 
has avowed that he will not be refponfible 
for any fatal confequeces that may happen 
in India from the meafures purfued laft year. 
in England? I have fo gieat a reipect for the 
honourable Members who compofe the pre- 
fent Cabinet, and fo high an opinion of their 
juftice and their wifdom, that I am convinced 
they never will adopt a fyftem which is to 
deftroy the prefent harmony and exertion of 
the Government of Bengal, without a very 
full difcuffion in the great Council of the 
Nation, of the advantages and difadvan- 
tages that would refult from a change of 
men at this critical juncture. Such a dif- 
cuffion is impoffible at a feafon when an at- 
tendance cannot be procured. 

A few words only relative to your Com- 
mittee. 

I cannot bring myfelf to believe, that Ge- 
neral Richard Smith, or Mr. Long, have the 
moft diftant views of fucceeding to appoint- 
ments in India; and I truft and believe you 
do not mean to propofe your relation, Mr. 
William Burke, the agent to the Raja of 

Tanjore, 
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Tanjore, and the Pay-Mafter of his Majef- 
ties forces in India, to be a Supreme Couns 
fellor in the room of Mr. John Macpher- 
fon. If fuch ideas, however, had not gone 
abroad for many months, I fhould not pre- 
fume to mention them ; and I am convinced 
his Majefty’s prefent Minifters, whenevet 
they may think proper to take the appoint- 
ments of Governors and Counfellors from 
the Eaft-India Company, will at leaft allow 
the Proprietors the liberty of objecting to 
fuch Gentlernen, as (however worthy and 
refpe@table their charafters may be) they 
fhall not approve of. Ls 


Sfune 4th, 1783. 


LETTER VII. 


Yo the Right Honourable EpMunpD Burke. 


SIR, 


HEN I ftated in my laft letter, that 

Mr. Haftings had, with as much 

fpirit as propriety, pointed out the neceffity 
éither of confirming or removing him, I by 
no means meant to imply that any pone 
confir- 
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Confirmation was now wanted. The Court 
of Proprietors, his conftituents, confirmed 
him in his government; by the greateft ma- 
jority that ever appeared upon any public 
queftion at the India~Houfe :— but Mr: 
Haftings, on the 8th November, 1782; 
when he difclaimed all refponfibility until 
he fhould be confirmed by a decided a& of 
his employers, was ignorant of the generous 
and honourable interpofition of the Pro- 
prietors, either on the 19th June, or 31ft 
Odtober. Intelligence of the firit event ar- 
rived in Calcutta on the 12th December; 
and was attended with very beneficial effects 
to thé public interefts. 

I mention this circumftance, fo obviate 
any opinions that may be formed of the ab- 
folute necefflity of doing fomething decifive 
by Bill in relation to India, at a time when 
an attendance cannot be procured in the 
Houfe of Commotis. 

I am convinced, his Majefty’s prefent 
Minifters, when they maturely weiglhi the 
great importance of the fubje&t, and the 
long difcuffion it muft neceflarily bring on 
in both Houfes, will poftpone any intention 
they = have formed of bringing in a Bill 
of Regulation for India at this advanced {ea- 
fon of the year, 


June 6,31783. J. ¥. 
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L ET T ER 


TO THE 
Rt. Hon. EDMUND BuRKE, 


In Reply to the Infinuations 
IN THE 
NINTH REPORT 
OF THE 
SELECT COMMITTEE, 


Which affect the Character of Mr. Hasrtineos. 


PREF A €E E., 


E following letters, not origitally in- 

tended fer genetal publication, hive 

been circulated amongft fuch honourable 
Members of both Houted, as F contéived we were 
itroft bikety 1d tdke patt in the corifideration 
of India affkits, dnd dfhongft the refpectable 
atid itdependént propriétors, who voluntarily 
flood forth in defence of Mr. Haftings, from’ 
a regard ro juitice, anvéfteem for his character, 
and an’ opinion of his' integrity. Ifthe infi- 
nuatiOns and mifieprefentations contained in 
évery pace of the othreport, fofar as Mx. Flaft- 
ings is concerned, were to remain uncontra~ 
dicted, even his friends might blame him for 
ats, which, when candidly and truly ftated, do 
him infinite honor, While the gtn Report 


was 
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was printed by an order of the Honourable 
Houfe of Commons, for the information of its 
ew Members only, it might have been deemed. 
improper and difrefpectful in me,to have offer- 
ed any remarks upon it, fubfcribing my name 
to the publication, but to my great aftonith- 
ment, I have feen a correct copy of this Re- 
port expofed to fale at the fhops of the prin- 
cipal bookfellers ; and in order to attract the 
attention of the public to its contents, it has 
been advertifed in feveral news-papers, as con- 
taining ** an account of the conduct of the 
Ss Hon, Warren Haftings, Efq;” 


_ The dazzling talents, and the unremitting 
induftry of Mr. Burke, either to aceufe.or to 
defend, are well known. His enmity to Mr. 
Hattings, from the time his coufin William was 
appojnted Vakeel to the Raja of Tanjore, and 
his folemn pledge to God, the Houfe of Cam- 
mons, and his country, in the early part of 
the late feffion, that he would prove him amoft 
notorious delinquent, are alfo of public noto- 
Trety 


Mr, Burke has had actefs ‘to every Record 
of ‘the Eaft India Company.—He has induftri- 
oully fought for information from every gea- 

tleman 


ee 
tlemao who has ferved in India, It is fait. 
therefote to prefume that the Ninth ‘Report’ 
contains every thing, which tends to fx the 
chatge of delinquency upon Mr. Haftings.— 
The public will judge for themfelves, I have 
not atrempted, as Mr. Burke has done, to 
draw falfe inferences from affumed faéts. The 
Records of the Eaft India Company are the’ 
authorities from whence, I truft, I have refuted 
every infinuation that affects Mr. Haftings. 


* There was a time when Mr. Burke cea- 
fured His Majefty’s Minifters for the expofure 
of the Company’s affairs, and for aggravating 
their diftreffes ‘* with all the parade of indif., 
“© creet declamation,” when he termed two _ 
Committees of the Houfe of Commons, ** our 
“© dear-bought Faft India Committees,” but 
what was done then was politic and wife, when | 
compared to late proceedings.—-T he Governor 
General fills one of the firft and the moft im- 
portant offices under the Britifhempire. Is it 
confonant to found policy, that the world 
fhould be informed the Governmeng of this 
country can have no confidence in him ? Is it, 


* Vide his famous fpeech of the r9th of April, 1794.—-0- 


Prigte} by Dodfley. F 
ecent 
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“decent or Btting that a pamphiler,. ftuffedwyiek 
infinwations and mifreprefentarions of, the 
grgtich kind, tending to ruinhis reputation, 
and to blatt his character with his fellow {up- 
jects, and amongft foreign nations, fhould be. 
circulated under the facréd name of. a Parlig- 

mentary Repart, unaccompanied by an, ele 
nation ¢ 


‘Whether Mr, Hialtings is to be removed or 
to be cortinued in the Government of Bengal 
4s not a point of much confideration with his 
friends ; but as long.as any fet of men, either 
from interefted views, or from any. other mo- 
tive, fhall attempt his removal on the plea of 
idelinquency, fo long wall they ftand forth, 
~with confidence, and with fueccis too, in 
his juftification, and they will be equally ready 
to argue the charges produced, and the expe- 
diency of his removal, whenever thafe quef- 
Sonsate brought ferward.. 


‘Every difpatch from India brings a freth 
proof of the attivity and {accefsful exertions 
of the Government of Bengal, The refources 
procured by Mr, Haftings, to fupply the preff- 
jng exigencies. af the, Prefidencies of, Fort. Sr, 

George, 
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George, ‘and Bombay, have fax-cxoeeded: he 
»fanguine hopes of tis friends, and fully re- 
fated the-woeful prediGianxef bis. ancmies. 


Thefe facts are fo ftrong, thae notwith- 
ftanding the honowr of Parliament was im- 
prudently committed with the Proprietors 6f 
Eaft-India Stock, by a hafty, it-cenfidered 
Vote, in a thin Houfe, “ That it was the 
“ duty of the Court of Directors to recall-My. 
“ Haftings;” nocwithftanding the fame FParla- 
ment, and his Majefty’s prefent Minifters 
‘were pledged to the Natjan by a Solemn Vare, 
at the end of the Seffions ef 1782, to refume 
that fubje& in the beginning of the laft 
Seffion,; notwithftanding the Secretary. of, 
State had ijlegally reftcained the Baft-indja 
Company from tran{mitting to the Eaft- Indies, 
in an official manner, the Vote of the General 
Court of Proprierors, in favor of Mr. Ha 
ings, ‘* becauie his Majefty intended te lay 
‘‘ the whole of thofe proceedings before, his, 
** Parliament :”  Notwithf{tapding, by, fugh.ua- 
congrnous proceedings, the Government of 
our pofieffions in the Eaft is alinolt-diffelved, 
at 2 moment tao, when. ir-requires thé firinett 
bafis; nay, ndswithftanding all the powers of 

. govern- 
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government were called upon by Mr. Haft« 
ings, in his manly minute of the 8th of Nos 
vember, 1782, to come to fome decifion on 
the fubject,* yet fuch is the general preju- 
dice 


* After flating the mifchievous confequences of the late 
Reports, relative to a change of the government in Bengal, 
Mr. Haftings adds, <* With refpect to myfelf, I hereby de- 
* clare and proteft, that Iam not, nor will acknowledge 
“© myfelf refponfible for any difappointment, lofs, misfortune, 
‘© or embarrafiment, which fhall attend the political interefts 
«© of the Company, dependant on this Government, from the 
‘¢ prefent hour, to that tn which I fhall either deliver over 
‘¢ the charge of my office, if I am to be relieved from it; or 
€¢ in which I thall be confirmed in the poffeffion of it—I hope 
¢ J thall not be fufpected of the bafenefs of intending to 
« gbandon my truft, and thus preparing a plea for the effects 
‘€ of my own infidelity. — While my fenfe of what I owe to 
*© my king, my country, and my employers, fhall sequue me 
“¢ t remain in my office; while I am allowed to remain in 
<< it, and allowed the full and free exercife of it, no con- 
<f fideration of family, life, or fortune, fhall tempt me to 
<¢ defert it; and I hope I know myfelf when I declare, that 
<6 no fenfe of perfonal injury or difgrace fhall abate the 
«© zeal with which I have hitherto difcharged the duties of it. 
<¢ For this affurance let my paft conduct be the pledge.—I 
<¢ have now held the fir mominal place in this government 
‘¢ almoft twelve years.—In all this long period I have almoft 
‘¢ unremittedly-wanted that {upport which all my predeceffors 
<¢ have enjoyed from their conftituents,—from mine I have 
“€ received nothing but reproach, hard epithets, and indig. 
<¢ nities, inftead of rewards and encouragement: and inftead 
“¢ of being allowed to exercife the powers of my own govern- 

ment, 
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dice of opinion in favor of this great man 3 
{uch is the conviction on the face of the pubs. 
lic difpatches, of the extreme difficulties he 
had to encounter, and his arduous exertions 
to furmount them, that though called upon 
by the fuppofed delinquent, preffed by every 
obligation, private and public, poffefling the 
chief power of the ftate, yet difregarding their 
own honour, and the honour of Government, 
by leaving all things in the chaos above 
reprefented, they rather choofe to fubmit 
to thefe reproaches, than to hazard the 
queftion of the merit and demerit of Mr. 
Hafiings, when the faéts are recent on the 
minds of men, and they prolong the anarchy 
for another year, inftigating and permitting 
their inftruments, in the mean while, to diffem- 
inate every fpecies of abufe, and to poifon 


*‘ ment, for the benefit and improvement of their fervice, 
* thefe, during a feries of fix years, were not only denied me, 
s¢ but converted, even with their connivance and encourages; 
s¢ ment, into inftruments of hoftility, of which I myfelf per- 
«* fonally, and all my meafures, were the objects; yet under 
st all the difficulties which I have defcribed, fuch have 
¢¢ been the exertions of this Government, fince I was firft 
® pjaced at the head of it, thatin no one period of the Coni- 
“6 pany’s annals has it known an equal fiate, either of wealth, 
© ftrength, or profperity ; and let it not be imputed to me as a 
«* crime, if Tadd, of Splendid Reputation, : 

the 
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ght tiifnds Of &hé piiblic; by diftortihg redene 
fas, aed bringing Forth Ght refuted coalee? 
&g thabiets of new Uiftovery. 


EHeré ty theatit to have élofed; but this day’s 
précteding’ in the Hotife of Commons, and 
4 few mitiltes only before the Houfe was 
proregued, have, I confefs, excited beth my 
iridiphation -and my contempt.—It is trut, 
Mr. Burke fpdKe alinof to empty Bénches, 
yet His ntétion. was diféntéd to, and therefore 
élan 4 my ateention,—I pafs over the ri- 
diculous, the fullome complinwnts which he 
paid to the labours of that Committee, of 
which, though not thé fole, he is undoubted 
ly the moft aétive Member.—He then ob- 
ferved, it’ was an accident only, which pre- 
vented the Committee from making a further 
Report to the Houfe of Commons, in which 
fome very extraordinary inftances of pecu- 
lation, connivance, &c. (for it is impoffi- 
bie to follow Mr, Burke, when his imagi- 
ndtion runs away with him) would have been 
laid before the Houfe.—He therefore moved, 
that certain papers fhould be prefented for the 
information of the Members.—The Motidn 


was feconded by Lord North, and carried of 
courte, 
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courfe—The principle papers called for, in« 
deed all-of any cenfequence, were thofe fent 
to England by the Majority of the Supreme 
Council, in the year 1775, which tended to 
fix ‘upon Mr. Haftings, the imputation of 
having - acquired no lefs a fum than Four 
Hundred Thoufand Pounds, by indire& 
means, in thirty Months.—The opinions of 
the moft eminent Lawyers in England were 
taken, and they all declared, that there were 
no grounds for an aftion at Law, the prefent 
Lord Loughborough excepted, who though 
he aéivifed an action, yet confeffed that the 
charges were confufed and imperfect.—The 
majority of the Supreme Council, who fent — 
thefe extraortlinary charges from Bengal, in 
1775, promifed proofs by a future difpatch : 
None however were fent, and the Court of 
Dire€tors, unable, with the affiftance of the firft 
Law Officers of the Crown, and the advice 
of Lord Afhburton, Mr. Serjeant Adair, and 
Mr, Sayer, to make any thing of fuch an he- 
terogencaus jumble of matter, dropped every 
idea of a profecution.*—Lord North was the - 

b Miniter 


* Itis a curigns faa, that a bare majority of the Court of 


DiseStors would “have 1emoved Mr. Haftings, m 1776, upon 
the 
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Minifter at that time—He was confequently 
acquainted with every:circumftance relative.to 
shefe extraordinary tranfactions, and at a dif- 
fant peried, in two fubfequent and fucceffive 
years, 1780, and 4781, the noble Lord propo- 
ged that Warren Haftings, Efq, fhould again 
and again be appointed the Governor-General 
of Bengal.——-Not a fyllable was heard of 
peculasion. Not a fufpicion of corrup- 
tion,——though the papers, this day moved 
for, had been canvafled moft critically at the 
India-Houfe, and the weft end of the town, 
in 1775, and 1776, The men attached 
to General Clavering, whofe upright intentions 
i never doubted, lamented that fo refpectable 
a man fhould have been impofed upon by fo 
dark a villain as Nundcomar.—In 1781, two 
Committees of the Houfe of Commons were 
nominated, the one to enquire into the caufe 
ef the war in the Carnatic, the other to 

confider 





the charges alluded to, but they were prevented by the mter- 
pofition of the Court of Proprietors, and on that occafion every 
member of the Rockingham Party voted.in favor of Mr. 
Haflings; yet Mr. Burke zow brings thefe charges forward 
as if the world had never heard of them before, though they 
were very fully iaveftigated, and the fubject of long debates 
. at a General Court, where the queftion was carried in favor of 
Mr. Haftings, by a prouigious majority of independent men, 
againft the whole force cf Government. 
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confider the ftate of the judicature in Bengal. - 
Not an idea of Mr, Haflings’s delinquency 
was ever entertained, by any Member of the 
Secret Committee, tho’ the Lord Advocate 
would have removed him on the ground of 
expediency. 


The Select Committce were inveftigating 
the caufe of Sir Elijah Impey’s appointment 
to the Sudder Dewanne Adawlet, when I 
arrived in London, on the 18th of December, 
1781,—-I had the honor to be repeatedly ex- 
amined by the Committee upon various fub- 
jeéts : —Soon after the change of the Miniftry, 
in March, 1782, Mr. Edmund Burke told 
me that there was a dircct charge of corrup- 
tion againit Mr. Haftings, and he fu nmoned 
Mr, Charles Goring to attend the Committee, 
with a view, I fuppofe of fubita itiating this 
charge. - 1 wrote a Letter to General Richard 
Smith upon the occafion, in which I exe 
prefled my readinefs to reply to any charge 
that could be brought againft Mr. Haftings ; 
that if Mr. Burke meant to revive in 1782, 
the charges which had been fent from Bengal 
in 1775, an ample and complete refutation 
of them would be found at the India-~-Houfe, 
that if any further charges were brought for. 

ward, 


( xii De 

ward, J was then ready to reply to therh, Sg, 
Bccon+Miy Letter was read in the Committee, 
on the rothof May, 1782, about the time, 
I believe that Mr. Burke was attempting tq 
{ubftantiate the extraordinary charges he had 
brought againft Lord Rodney and General 
Vaughan. Roth enquiries were dropped, as I 
thought, for although 1 fhewed as ftrong an 
anxiety out of the Houfe, to fift the charge 
ef corruption againft Mr. Haftings to the 
bottom, as Lord Lifburne did in the Houfe, 
to bring the accufation againft the General 
to an iffue, we heard no more of Mr. Hatt- 
ings, Lord Rodney, or General Vaughan, as 
having acted corruptly, or oppreffively, dur- 
ing that Seffion of Parliament.— When the 
Houfe met in December laft, the Select Com. 
mittee was revived, but not a word paffed re- 
Jative to “this direct charge of corruption,” 
watil this day, when, to my utter aftonifh- 
ment, a motion was made by Mr. Burke, and 
feconded by Lord North, that all the papers 
selative to this charge, as Mr. Burke igs 
,-pleafed to ftyle it, fhould be laid in theig 
crude ftate before the Houfe of Com- 
yions.— Let any rational and honeft man con- 
fider for a moment the nature of thefe pro- 
ceedings, which I will recapitulate.— 
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An the month of May, I 782, Mr. Edmuad 
Burke, the corifidential depetidant of We 
Manifter of that day, with ail the coercive 
power of this country in his hands, enjoying 
the cqnfidence of a miniftry omnipotent in 
Parliament, and popular without doors, tellsthe 
agent of Mr.Haftings, that there ts “a direct 
charge of corruption” againft the Governor- 
Genera]. Tho’, the power of Mr. Burke was 
fo great, and popular prejudices then at the 
height ; tho’ Mr. Haftings was fo totally un- 
connected in this country, and the Agent de- 
prived of every means of fupport; yet, relying 
folely upon the integrity of his principal, and 
the juftice of his country, he preffed Mr. Burke 
to bring forward the charge, and pledged him- 
felf to anfwer it. Will any man, who knows 
the impetuous temper of Mr. Burke; who 
knows his enmity toMr.Hatftings, fuppofe that 
he would have declined to prefer the charge, if 
he could have fupported it? But the fac is, 
that that feffion of Parliament was prorogued 
without my hearing a fyllable more of ‘this 
‘¢ dire€t charge of corruption.”— In Decem- 
ber lait the Committee met again.—It has 
made five Reports, yet, no “ direct chatge of 
cgrfuption :”? And this day, juft as his Ma- 

jefty 
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jetty is on his way to the Houfe of Peers, 
Mz. Burke (without any previous notice) 
tells fifteen or twenty members, who were 
aflembled in the Houfe of Commons, that the 
Committee is prevented by an accident from 
making fuch a Report as would expofe the 
peculation, connivance at peculation, &c. of 
the principal fervants of the Company abroad 
and ak home; and then moves that thofe 
papers, in their crude ftate, fhould be laid be- 
fore the Houfe, which the firft Law Autho- 
rities in this country pronounced, in 1776, 
to be imperfect, confufed, and unintelligible. 


I have fo unfeigned a refpect for, and fo 
high an opinion of Lord North, that I am 
fure he feconded the motion from the moft 
laudable motives.— His Jordfhip muft have 
read thofe papers officially, in 1775, which 
contain the ‘* charge of corruption.” — Since 
that period he has twice propofed Mr. Halt- 
ings in Parliament, for the high and impor- 
tant office of Governor-General of Bengal. I 
want no further proof of his Lordthip’s con- 
viction of Mr. Haftings’s integrity, honour, 
and abilities. By feconding a motion for lay- 
ing the papers before Parliament, he is defirous 
of courfe, that the Members, having the fame 

mt ans 
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méans of information, may entertain thofe 
fayourable fentiments of the GovernorsGe- 
neral,which his Lordfhip did when he brought 
him forward three times to fill the moft im- 
portant office under the Britifh Empire, and 
which, I hope and believe, he ftill entertains 
for him.——As to Mr. Burke, I have feen 
fuch ftrange marks of prejudice in him, to- 
wards the moft diftinguifhed characters in this 
country, Lord North, Lord Shelburne, Mr. 
Pitt, 8c. &c. when they have differed from 
him in opinion, that I defpair of making a 
convert of him, unlefs indeed it fhonld be 
his intereft in future to call Mr, Haftings 
‘* His Honourable Friend.” 


Queen-Square, 
16th July, 1783. 


JOHN SCOTT. 


TO THE 
Right Hoh. Epmunp Burnn 


London, 19th Fune, 1783. 
SIR, 


“HE ninth Report of tle Select Coni- 
mitteé has at length been publithed. 
Several months have elapfed fince you firft 
declared, that the merit of this extraordinary 
conipofition, whenever it appeared, would be 
folely and exclufively your own. The fe- 
venth Report, which was confiried to the 
bufinefs of Mr. Sulivan, Sir William James 
and Mr. Wilks, was the ptoduétion of your 
honorable friend, General Smith ; but as the 
_inembers within doors, and the public with- 

‘B git, 





(C4) 

Ont; have been..lefs warm in SO ee 
f, shat performance than yourie}f, it has fo 
fed, thar-tho” yeu-were both foremnly 
Ypledged to prove the matter, rcither trivial, 
waimportant, nor worthy to be prefented on 
she uff of April, you confehted to the propo- 
fition of Mr, Fox, that the confideration of 
the fubje& fhould be pofponed to a future 
day, which was in fact difmiffing i for ener, 
The ninth Report however treats of fo maby 
fubjects of great importance, that it can nei- 
ther be haftily or lightly anfwered. I thalk 
Rot prefurme to anticipate the defence, which 
the Eaft-India Company will dowbtlefs make 
to fo many very ferious and heavy charges; 
por fhall I fay a fyllable.in reply to the ilhi- 
‘peral abufe which you have heaped upon the 
Court of Proprictors, for prefuining to exer- 
‘eile ‘thofe Rigtits. legally velted in them, 

when they acknowledged tlie merits andquali- 
fications of Mr. , Haffings. ‘I thall confipe 
mylelf folely to the correftign of feeh errors 
and mileprefpatations,. a8, tigy tend to im- 
prefs'the public wath an unfavorable opinids 
wf bis charattes, Indeed sling every thing 
egptained ib the pyefent Report, in which he 
¥ conceined, has alstadydeén brought for- 
ward 
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wad by your Committee, and oy. “at 
Wed - TactateBeorlly ~refared (by-" 
Tk he only new. points are, the ar apes 
she plan of the 8th of April, 1782, for fire 
aifsing an inveftment, and the hiftary of 
Dr. Haftings’s pretended — in 1778, 


P ! 


+41 give you, Sir, every credit you can rér 
quire, for the many very ingenious argue 
ments, which you have made ufe of to de- 
preeiate the plan of the 8th of April, but f 
seaily do not fee with what propriety they 
were introduced into a Report, profefiedly 
faade for the purpofe of giving information 
fa-the Houfe of Commons, in order to enable 
thems to adopt the moft proper means for regulat- 
tug the Britifh Government in Indig. You knew, 
on Friday, the 13th Inftant, at the time your 
worthy Chairman prefented the Report, ‘that 
the plan, whether good or bad, was aban- 
doned; you had known it ahove two months, 
even the Lively’s packer had been a month 
at the Indis-Houfe, and they congained 9 
minute ftom the Gevernor-<Sseneral and Caur- 
cil, from which I have been able to extract 
domte folid reafons, which they have given fot ai. 
— the plan of the 8th of April. It would 

niet 
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“nét ‘hve fwelled your Report’much, but it 
certainly would have evinced your candotr, 
¥f you had inferted the minute at length in 
the body of your Report, inftead of publifh- 
ing it in your Appendix, and repreéfenting 
ne part of it in a falfe point of view. How. 
ever as you have not thought proper to do 
this, I beg leave to inform fuch Members of 
the Honorable Houfe of Commons, as may 
condefcend to read this letter, that the 
Governor General and Council, in their mi- 
nute of the roth of May, 1782, obfetve 
«¢ that the plan of the 8th and 15th of April 
“6 was liable, as they had been advifed, to 
 ftrong and weighty objections, and that 
*¢ fince the publication of the plan, hep bad 
6 received a latitude from the Company to draw 
<* Bills upon them, in particular cafes, fucb'as 
¢ ghey conceived the prefent to be: Thty there- 
“ fore refolve to draw upon the Company for 
“° eighty lacks of rupees, at an exchange’ of 
“¢ two fhillings the current rupee, payable in 
© one and two years, without intereft, in 
© England, but 8 per cet to be allowed in 
** Bengal, from the time the money was paid 
*¢ into the Treafury, to the day the bills 
8 were pranted; and they further fay, that 
66 it 
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s¢ it fhall be recommended to the Court of 
* DiseGor:, (they having no power to grant 
** {uch an allowance ) to allow the Prefident and 
“« Members of the Board of Trade 5 per 
* cent. on the produce of the fales in Eng- 
46 jJand, after the manner in which the Com- 
#6 pany gratify their fupra-cargoes in aa 
* ton,” 


In @ letter which I did myfelf the honor 
to:addrefs to you fome time ago, I proved, 
from authentic evidence, drawn from -tke 
Records of the Eaft-India Company, that 
this emittance, negociated in the womentoF 
war and diitrefs, 1s more advantageous, .by 
above 12 per cent, than that which your 
worthy Chairman General Richard Smith 
recommended to the Council in Bengal, .i 
the time of peace and tranquillity. . L alfo 
find, Sir, that Mr. Haftings has not. fub 
feribed five thoufand pounds ta, this, remit. 
tance, but your Chairman remitted the e 
normous fum of Eighty Thre Thoufand 
Six Hundred Pounds by that which he had 
fo ftrongly recommended. I confefg, it is 
with difficulty I can reftrain my indignation, 
when I am vindicating the character of Mr. 

Hattings 
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Fisftings, from fuch grofs afperfions as are 
eae upon it. In the firfi place he is blamed 
fax adopting a pian, which, upan more ma- 
ase reflection, and receiving a latitude from the 
Lampony for drawing upon them, he relinquifked. 
Then he is faid to have allowed the Board of 
Frade, in his improved plan, 5 per cent. on 
the fales in England, when the real faét is, 
the Supreme Council have merely recom. 
mended to the Court of Directors tw aiake 
ghat allowance, which after all, it is.at their 
option to grant or to reject, and the recom- 
mendation was in confequence of a very con- 
fiderable reduction in the coft of the invefte 
ment, 


Thefe firictures upon a plan shat bas sever 
been adopted, and as you well knaw, never 
qoill be adapted, remind me of the very curious 
obfervation the General made in his.7th Re- 
port, as to the manner In .which-cwo aéts of 
parliament were ‘mentioned, in a‘letter from 
Mr. Splivan and Sir William Jaraes; to the 
Supreme Council. The General proves, al- 
moft in the following page, that fuch para. 
graphs made no part of the ictter, and you 
have now favored the Floufe with an eldborare 

treatife 
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treatife upon an impolitic plan, and then 
gravely obferve, that “ the jadgment formed 
ss on the fcheme of April (abandoned) has 
*¢ nothing to do with the project ef May,” 
adopted. Then you affign two curious reaforis 
for not fwppreffing your reflections, the firft 
not founded in truth, the laft merely an in- 
finuation ; for I muft inform you, Sir, that 
the Company received the plan of the 10th 
of May, by the Lively, a Month before 
your report was prefented, though you affert 
that the Company does not know of it, by 
any repulkr tran{miffion. 


The Governor-Getieral’s difobedience of 
orders is again afferted. No new fatts are 
adduced, and I truft I have in a former pub- 
lication fully cleared up every point of this 
kind. I call upon your Chairman, General 
Smith, who knows fomething of India, to 
declare, as a mah of honor, whether the 
meafures purfued m £ngland in 1776, and 
the twe following years, were not of a moft 
‘dangerous and mifchicvous nature, that they 
tended to weaken the neceffary influence of 
the firft Britith fubye& in India. If you do 
not already know it, J inform you, Sir, that 

Mr. 
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. *Faitinge’s language, bath to his Majete’ 
“ . | Min. fte.s, and to the Court’ef Niréétors, 
has been un:form and conliftent,” * Remove 
«© me, or confim me, but do nat ‘Yeavé me 
“ at the hea, of the government, and de- 
“© prjve me ux the neceffary powers of act- 
<¢ ing with effect for the public good. » As 
often as you mention Mr. Haftings’s con- 
qué to Mr. Briftaw, and Mr. Fowke, fo 
often will I repeat the evidenve which I gave 
to your Committee, and I defire General 
Richard Smith, who has ferved the Company 
almoft as long as I have done in India, may 
contradic me, if what I advance fhould not 
Ge founded in truth and common fenfe. 


4 


' Mr, Haftings fucceeded to the Goverament 
of Bengal-in April, 1772, at that time, ant 
fer two years afterwards he enjoyed the full 
‘onfidence of his conftituents—a.confidence 
which he never abufed. I afk General Smith, 
if at that period, as well as during the Go- 
‘vernment of Lord Clive, Mr. Verelft and 
Dds, Cartier, the Court of DireSors inrerfered 

/ in the internal arrangements of the Govesn- 
mem of Bengal, They appointed civil fer- 
vants as they had always done, but they left 

1 
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ft to the Government abroad to enmploy 
them ag they thoughe beft for the public 
fervice. What would Lord Clive have faid, 
had the Court of Diréftors nominated the 
junior fervants to offices of truft and con- 
fidence in Bengal. He would have declared 
at,once that fuch an interference would ef: 


fectually deftroy the neceffary authority “ the 
Government upon the {pot. 


The a@s of difobedience which you have 
again brought forward, when {tripped of tte 
fophiftry and mifreprefentation, in which they 
are involved in the Report, are as follows. . 


Mr. Briftow and Mr. Fowke, two eee 
men of very fair and irreproachable ch 
racters, were appointed Refidents at O 
and Benaris; the former in the ropm of , My. 
Middleton, who had been nominated {o that 
employment by Mr. Haftings about a ‘year 
before, the latter was appointed to a NEw 
" office the very moment that his father, nat,in 
the Company’s feryice, had rendered ‘himGlf 
gonfpicuous by taking an active part againtt 
Mr. Haftings, in the unforzunate — 
which at that time divided the — 

_ = C oun- 
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Coupsit The Governor-General oppofed 
both appointments, but as you “well know, 
Sir, he had no more power at that time in 
the Council, than 1 had. When by the 
death of Colonel] Monfon, in September, 
a776, he became poaffefied of fome hare in 
the Government, of which he was the head, 
he prapofed the recall of .Mr. .Briftow and 
Mr. Fowke, nat,from any perfongl.objeétian 
to any part of their condu@t. I have before 
obferved, I again repeat it, and { call upon 
Mr. Francis to contradict me, if I affere an 
Watrath, that the attention of every man 
frdtn Calcutta to Dehly was fixed upon this 
att, as the criterion. by which he wag to 
‘Judge, whether Mr. Haftings meant to retain 
“OF to give up the, Government. Whether i it 
“was. the intention of General Clawering, 
“Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, ,t0 Ryp- 
claim to every power ip Indoftan, the anni- 
Y hilation of Mr. Haftings’s political. j ipfu- 
encé, when they appointed Mr, Briftow. and 
r, owke, is of no maiment fo enquire, 
but that fuch wag the effet of it, is a paint 
hich I believe no mad will difpuce. Mr, 
jaftings thought’ their recall was. nage, 
° ® fx his own influence upon its proper foot- 


ing, 
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ing, ’for the conduct of the public fervice, 
The Court of Directors, ‘however, thought 
otherwife. “Without deigning to reply to the 
reafons affioned by Mr, Haftings for recall- 
ing Mr. Briffow and Mr. Fowke, they pe- 
remptorily ordered them to be reftored. ‘The 
order arrived in July, 1778, about the time 
we heard of the French war. Mr. Briftow 
had quitted India ‘before the order arrived. 
Mr. Fowke was on the fpot, but the execu- 
tion of the order refpecting him was fufpend- 
ed. ‘Sir John Clavering died feveral months 
before this period. 


Mr. Hlaftings oppofed carrying the ordet 
into exeeatian upon a ground, which in my 
opinion is unanfwerable. That if it had been 
obeyed juft then, the Country powers would 
have looked upon Mr. Haftings’s immediate 
removal from the Government as certain, for 
at that period, Sir, it was afferted, as I can 
affure you upon my honor, that the reinftare- 
mens of Meff. Briftow and Fowke, wete 
{teps preparatory to Mr. Haitings's difmiffion, 
and a letter of comptiment and thanks froth 
the Court 6f Direétors to the late Sir John 
Clavering, was at that time tranflated into 

the 
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-the Perfian language, and ‘c.feulated fonhigh 
as-.ia the camp: of Nuzeph. Cawn,-near 
Dehly. Mr. Maftings, in ‘acting as he did, 
was not influenced by refentmenc ta Mr. 
Fowke, but merely withed to prevent an idea 
being circulated through Iadia, thas’ he was 
himfelf on the point of difmiffion from 
his office. Here, Sir, 1 will readily join 
iffue with you, that when the Court.ef Di- 
rectors heard of this fufpenfien of a polisive 
order, they ought not again to have repeated 
wx. %Wf.the reafons urged by Mr.: Hakings, 
for delaying or declining to carry «heir orders 
into execution, did not appear fatisfactory, 
they fhould have eaken immediate Reps for 
his difmiffion: but while the Government of 
Eneland thought proper to contmuc Mr. 
Haftings at the head of the Government in 
India, they fhould have allowed bim the :ex- 
ercife of the fame authority which his pre- 
deceffors had invanably poffefied, an auchori- 
ty inherent in every Government: I fhould 
be extremely glad to know, Air, if you dif- 
approve this neceflary a@ of exertion in Mr. 

‘JAaftings, in-which he had.no perfonal inter- 

eft; upon what priacipte you can jultify the 

Duke of Portland, who dilpoftefed rwo wery 

honorable 
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honobdble ni able men. of the poftsof Se- 
cretaries to the: Fteafury, to muke way for 
your brother, Mr. Richard’ Burke, and Mr. 
Sheridan, Colone] Monfon avowed in Bengal, 
like. a.manj-:that no wife Government would 
vernploy men; of whofe attachment they -were 
tidt_ wotivinced. -He looked upon General 
Clavering, ‘Mr. Francis, and himfelf, as the 
Goverment ‘dt that moment; and he took 
away a riffif office in point of refponfibili- 
ty, tho’ not ‘trifling in emolument, from the 
late Mr. Playdel, and gave it to the brother- 
‘*hi-law’ot Mr. Francis, 


‘' Am additional and a weighty reafon de- 
termined Mr.: Haftings not to r@inftate Meff. 
Briftow'and Fowke.—He conceived, and with 
jaftice too I think, that every Native in 

india, from Calcutta to Dehly, would have 
deemed their reftoration as immediately pre- 

-t paratory to his own removal. In this light I 
again affirm, it had been reprefented by the 
party attached to Mr. Francis, 1f Mr. Hatt- 

- ‘ings did, at that difgraceful period, adopt 
meafares of barfhnefs or .injuftice to the rights 

of individuals, let thofe be blamed for it, 

+1 @ho abfelutely forced she Governor-General 
aiit of 
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of Bengal, into.2 perianal conte whh ewe 
junior Jervants of the Company. -You have 
attempted: to imprefs the j} world with an 
epinion, that Mr. Haftings ‘has avowed 2 
principle of difobedience, and that his Agent, 
Major Scott, has fo far adopred Mr, Haft. 
ings’s fenuments, as to hold..a fimilar lan- 
guage in England. My fentiments, however,’ 
upor this fubjeét, are -neithersiem nor-extra- 
ordinary. I think the.Governor-General and 
Council are uadoubtedly bound tw obey the 
orders of ghe Court of Directors. I muh 
have been an ideot to have thought orher- 
wife; but where they think obedienct to 
their ordecs may be attended-with dangerous 
coniequences to the puliiic, they certainly 
may difpenfe with them, aflfigding whoever 
their reafons for fo doing, and if thofe rea- 
fons fhould not be fatsfadory, difmiffien 
from the fervice ought to bé the confequente, 
I am aftonifhed how fo plain a cafe can be 
mifunderitood? Did not your Chairnnan, 
General Richard Smith, when a Member of 
the Council in Bengal, avow, on the 25th of 
September, 1769, that he knew the propofi- 
tion, which he then brought forward, was in 
dire&t oppofition to the pofitive orders of the 

Fours 
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Court of Birettors, tar chat the fraation of 
public affairs fully guftified him, in propofing 
to open the Geaipany’s Treafury’ fer Drafrs 

upon England # Did he not upenh another 
ocgafion fay, that he would rifk his life and 
bis honor, rather chan carry ifta execution 
orders which he thought incompatible ‘with 

the welfare of the State, —that he knew, how- 
ever, he was refponfible for every deviation 
of that kind, Without fuch a latitude, how 
in the name of God, can a great Kingdom, at 
the diftance of twelve thoufand niiles, from 
the fupetior tate be governed. Orders highly 

proper: may be ‘iflued here in January, but 
when they arrive in Bengal in O&ober, cir- 
cumftanees may be fo changed, tas to render 
them impolitic’ In hhort, Sir, it is for the 
abufe, and not for the proper ufe, of power, 
that men in high ttations, at the diftance ef 
half the globe, fhould be punifhed. Whar 
was the fubitance of Mr. Haftings’s argu- 

teats for recalling Meff. Briftow end Fowke 
Originally? ‘* 1 am of opinion thofe Gentte- 
“(men wete appointed to convince the Pow- 
“ ers of Indottan of the amnihilatiort of my 
“ authority. Their recall alone cati convince’ 
‘therm that any fhare of power in this Go- 
Suite ** vernment 
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<< vernment has reverted to me.) _, When aghe 
orders were “repeated our, ‘Geuatjon Wag Criti- 
cal. Was had begn declared, Againtt France, 
and a large detachment was marching to 
Bombay. Mr. Haftings then obferved, 
< The reftotation of Meff. Briftow and Fowke 
“thas attracted the atrention of every Prince 
“in India, If they are reftored, my dilmiffiop 
« will be deemed certain. The Jecter from the 
ce Court of Direétors to the late Sir John Cla- 
“ vering, has been circulated even to Dehiy, 
““as well as through our own | Provin 
«While I am permitted tq. Tetaiq t the a. 
«‘ vernment, I muft fupport, the dignity ‘af 
<< my ftation as far ag I -¢an,—declaring that 
® no man can more earneftly w wifh for a fingl 
*t decifion than I do.” It is ‘ remarkable, Siy, 
that the Directors do not, int the Girt difap- 
probation of Mr. Haftings’ s,conduct, nor in 
the repetition of their orders re{pecting Mef 
Briftow and Fowke, take the {mallet notice 
of the arguments offered by I Mr. " Hlaftings » in 
his own defence, But I fhould be excegd- 
ingly glad to hear any man, who has ferved 
in Indja, difpute the force or the propriety 
of them. 


"3 Makomed 
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" Mahdmed Reza Cawn’s appointment flood. 
precife! y's ‘on the fathe gtound: * He had’ been, 
rfiade an ‘ objet’ of ' party ;—but I beg, Sir, 
you will be pleated to recollect, that this re« 
fpeétable Muff’ mar,has repeatedly declared, 
that, fo the jultice, the impartiality, and the 
attéotion of Mr. Haftings, he was indebted 
for his forturie, his honour, and his life, ata 
time when he was accufed by Nundcomar.of 
the moft Ragrant ctimes and enormities. 


“Mr. Briftow, at you know, has beeti lately 
appointed to the Refidency of Oude, by 
Mr. Haftings, The neceffity no longer ex- 
ifted of declining to carry the Company's 
otders into execution, and obedience to them 
in their fulleft extent has taken place. I am 
very forry therefore that any cjrcumftance re- 
{pecting that Gentleman is again brought for- 
ward, Mr. Briftow certainly did write a very 
intemperate letter to the Supreme Couficil of 
India, on the 1ft of May, 1780, claiming, as 
a right, that office, which the Court of Di- 
rectors had conferred upon him, and ftyling 
them in three feveral parts of the letter’, * our 
‘© Honorable Superiors,” faying his claim 
was grounded on “the higheit authorities,” 

D dic, 
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&c. &e. You have remarked upon Major 
Scott’s former evidence, who declared, that 
in‘his opinion Lord Clive would have fent 
dity man 2 prifoner to England, who had 
written fuch a letter to the Board im his time, 
and you now fay that your Committee finds 
nothing reprehenfible in the letter, though it 
excited the warmeft refentment of Mr. Hatt- 
ings, How your friend, General Richard 
Smith, could fubfcribe to fach an opinion, 
does, I confefs, aftonifh me; no lefs fo his ace 
quiefence in the new and dangerous dodtrine, 
which in your eagernefs to criminate Mr. 
Haftings, you wifh to inculcate. “ That Mr. 
“ Briftow was nor the fervant of the Supreme 
“Council, as Mr. Haftiags hazards to call 
‘¢ him, but their fellow fervant.” 


When the honorable General was a met- 
ber of the Government of Bengal, 1 believe 
no man faw in a ftronger light than he did 
the neeeffity of fupporting the dignity of it, 
in its folleit extent, nor did any man require 
a greater degree of fubordiaation, obedience, 
and refpect, from every ‘inferior rank in the 
civil and military fervice. How would the 
General have bounced at the Board, if a civil 

fervant 
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fervant bad, in dictatorial terms, claimed ar 
appointment as his right, becaufe “our ho- 
“‘norable fuperiors had conferred it upon 
him,” 8c. Ec, Would not the General 
have faid, *‘ The dignity of this Government 
«* mult be preferved. We are refponfible to 
“ the Court of Directors for our conduc: 
* To them we will explain our reafons for 
*¢ deviating from their orders; but we will 
“not be dictated to, or called to an account 
* by our own fervants,”’ 


Iam confident this woukd have been the 
General’s remark upon the occafion. Did he 
not caufe three Armenians to be feized and 
imprifoned in Oude? Did he not inftigaté 
the Council to fend Mr. Bolts a prifoner to 
England, and for what? Becapfe the ftories 
they circulated through Indoftan, tended to 
lefien the neceffary weight and influence of the 
Governor of Bengal. Did he not procure the 
diimiffion of a moft worthy, refpectable, and 
gallant officer, Major Graham, without a 
Court Martial, becaufe that gentkenian had 
made ufe of an expreffion, which was dtemed 
difrefpeGtul, in a letter he wrote to the Géne- 
ral? An expreffion mild indeed compared to 
feveral in the letter of Mr. Briftow. Ihave a 

very 


( #2 ) 
‘very preat refpect, and regard for Mr. Briftow. 
The befinefs is now moft happily adjufled-— 
ut as my name is again introduced, I truft 
Mr. Briftow will pardon me far faying, what 
every man who read that letter in India, {aid, 
that it was not written in Jych a ftyle as the 
SupremeCouncil had yfually been addreffed in, 


Jn fhart, Sir, the violence af contending 
parties, at the period thefe appointments were 
agitated, had tended fo far to weaken the ne- 
ceflary power of the Government, that Mr. 
Hiaftings was left for two years in fuch a fitua- 
tion as I truft will not be the lot of any future 
Governor General. 1 muft fuppofe, Sir, thar 
thereis as much integrity, ability and induftry, 
in the Secret, as in the Select Committee; and 
yet haw ftrangely different are your ideas 48 to 
the future regulation of the,Gavernment .of 
India. You term a fenior merchant in Ben- 
gal, the Fellaw-Servant of the Governor-Ge- 
neral.— The Lord Advocate of Scotland, on 
the other-hand, judging, dowbilefs, thax many 
of our misfertunes haye refyleed from the fyf- 
gem which was fo induftrioufly purfued for 
three years, of reducing the authority of Mr, 
Haftings, propofes to confer the moft def 

potic 
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potic power upon the Governor-General, If 
his ideas are carried too far, ftill 1 look upon 
his bill as being a complete confirmation of 
every thing Mr. Haftings has urged, as to 
the infufficiency of the power of the Gover- 
nor-General, as far as the Lord Advocate’s 
fentiments, and the fentiments of thofe with 
whom he has aéted, can have weight with the 
public. 


I am forry to obferve, Sir, that you have 
once more brought up the bufinefs of Nund- 
comar. It is impoffible to reply to infinua- 
tions, I have again and again afferted, that 
whenever a charge is brought forward it fhall 
be fully anfwered. All that I can now do, is, 
to repeat what I have afferted before, that 
Mr. Haftings had no concern, either directly, 
or indirectly, in the apprehenfion, the profe- 
cution, or the execution of Nundcomar. I 
confefs I do not clearly underftand.your exe 
prefiion. ‘‘ Nundcomar appears at the very 
“tune of this extraordinary profecution a 
“ difcoverer of fome particulars -of illicit 
** gain, then charged upon Mr. Hattings, 
** the Governor General.”? Nundcomar, Sir, 
mags no difcovery whatever, ke acculed Mr. 

Haftings, 
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Flaftings of having accumulated millions of 
Rupees in about thirtymonths, The abfurdity 
of the charge was palpable; it was fully en- 
quired into, and proved to be falfé in every 
part! Why would you not favour the world 
with a few further particulars refpecting this 
moft notorious of all delinquents, Nundcomar, 
You muft know that it was generally {aid in 
Calcutta, about the time of his execution, 
that he had made feveral very important dif- 
coveries, On the ath of Auguft, 1775, a 
fervant of Nundcomar brought a paper to 
General Clavering. On the 5th the Raja was 
hanged. On the 6th the General ordered the 
paper to be tranflated. On the 14th he 
brought it to the Board, and faid he thought 
it contained feveral particulars, which his 
Majefty’s Minifters, and the Court of Di- 
rectors, fhould be acquainted with. Some 
converfation enfued, and Mr.Haftings infifted 
upon the paper being produced to the Board, 
Tt was then read and etitered in the Recgrds., 
On the r6th Mr. Fraticis moved, that the 
paper fhould be burned by the hands of thé 
common hangman, as a libel, and the copy of 
it expunged from the Records. Here the 
bufinefs ended, and I thould hope, Sir, that 

you 
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you will not in future infinuate any thing to. 
the difadvantage of the Governor-General, upe 
on the evidence of fuch a man as Nundcomar 
was. I again repeat, that a Committee was 
exprefsly appointed to examine into the charges 
brought againft Mr. Haftings by the Raja, 
they had every means given them of inveiti- 
gating every particular moft fully, and the en» 
quiry ended, as your * direct charge of cor- 
‘* ruption,” has ended, Nothing was found 
that reflected eicher upon the honor or the in- 
teprity of the Governor-General. 


The next point which you have introduced 
into your Report, with a view to prejudice 
the Houle againit Mr. Haftings, is an account 
of the refignation; and here, Sir, I confefs 
my unwillingnefs to follow you. Two of the 
parties concerned in that myfterious bufinefs 
are no more: but your noble friend, Lord 
North, and the gentlemen who filled the two 
Chairs of the Direction, at the time this tranf- 
action happened are upon the fpot, and are 
able to clear up every dubious circumftance 
in it. I will relate the affair as circumftanti- 
ally as I can: Soon after the Sapreme Coun- 
cil arrived, and had commenced their oppofi- 

tion 
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tion to‘every political meafure of Mr. Hait- 
ings’s government ; Mr. Macleane went té 
England, impowered by the Governor-General, 
to act as his Agent. His inftru@tions were 
undoubtedly to endeavour to procure for Mf. 
Hiaftings, that fupport which he thoughe due 
to his ffation; but if that fupport could ‘not 
be procured, Mr. Haftings declated, vety ex- 
plicitly, that he did not wifh to remain in the 
Government. His letters to his Mayjefty’s 
Minifter, and to the Court of Directors at that 
period, breathed the farte featiments exactly. 
The converfation alluded to, was of a fimilar 
nature :—In the courfe of a few months, how- 
ever, the attacks upon Mr. Haftings became 
very perfonal; it was roundly afferted, that 
there was no fpecies of peculation of which he 
had not been guilty, and proofs were promifed 
to be fent to England by the latter fhips' of 
1775. Thus circumftanced, Mr. Haftings 
wrote to the Court of Directors, in the moft 
explicit and pofitive terms, that painful as his 
fituation was, and would be, he was deterfained 
to retain it until forcibly removed from it. 


Now, Sir, as the inftruétions under which 
Mr. Macleane refigned the Government for 
Mr. 
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Mr, Haftings, were dated in December, 1774, 
furely the Court of Directors ought to have 
tegarded his pofitive declarations to them, in 
letters of fubfequent dates, by three and fix 
months, as of more force thah loofe para- 
graphs picked out of letters to Mr. Macléane, 
tho’ in the hand-writing of Mr. Haftigs, 
which contained fimply this, “if I am not 
* fupported, I with to give up, becaufe any 
«© povernment is better than a divided one.” 
However, Sir, the Committee of Directors, 
who exathined Mr. Macleane’s powers, wyre 

as you fay of opinign, that they were full and 
{ufficient,—a moft extraordinary declaration 
from gentlemen, who had read letters of 4 
later date from Mr. Haftings, notifying his 
determined refqlution to remain in the Govern- 
ment, the feveral fteps were taken to fill up 
the vacancy, but fo great was the doubt of the 
legality of the act, that the parties concerned 
did never afk the opinion of Council upon if, 
though required fo to do, in a general Court, 
by Governor Johnftone. 


The news of this remarkable event arrived 
in India, to the general aftonifhment of all 
* parties. Mr. Haftings difavowed having giv- 
F en 
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eft any authority to Mr. Macleane to refign 
for him, but declared at the fame time, that 
he would give up the Government, becaufe he 
thought that gentleman had a¢ted for his in- 
tereft, to the beft of his judgment. Now, Sir, 
came on the great difficulty in fettling this bu- 
finefs. It had never been intimated to Mr. 
Haftings that he was inftantly to refign. Such 
an idea would have been too abfurd for Mr. 
Macleane to come into, of courfe he meant to 
continue until the feafon for quitting Bengal. 
Sir John Clavering on the other hand had 
been informed by private letters, that he had 
fucceeded to the Government. It was natu- 
ra] for him to fuppofe, that if Mr. Haftings 
could keep the chair a day, he could keep it 
as long as he pleafed, fo that this very circum- 
ftance rendered the refignation of no effect, 
Ic made it, in fact, an agreement which re- 
required Mr, Haftings’s confent before it could 
be complete, and fuch undoubtedly it was. I 
pafs over the fubfequent events in Bengal. 
Both ‘parties made their reprefentations to 
England. Mr. Haftings called loudly upon 
the Chairman of the Court of Directors, to 
publith to the world, what the powers were 
which had been produced by Mr. Macfeane. 
He 
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He wrote in as ftrong a ftyle of complaing 
to his Majefty’s Minifter. Thefe letters were 
difpatched previous to the death of Sir John 
Clavering. See, Sir, in what a dilemma you 
are involved. If you mean to infinuate that 
Mr. Macleane was really poffeffed of full 
powers to refign for Mr. Haftings, that he 
made ufe of thofe pawers when he faw Mr. 
Haftings on the point of being difmiffed from. 
the fervice, that his Majefty’s Minifters, and 
the Court of Directors were, and ftill are, fully 
{atisfied of the fufficiency of thofe powers 5 
what excufe can you make for the conduct of 
your new friend, Lord North? That noble 
Lord, fince the period of this pretended refig- 
nation, has twice prefumed to come forward 
to Parliament, to propofe a man to fill the high 
and important office of Governor-General] of 
Bengal, who has dared, by your account, to 
praétife fuch a deceit upon the nation, as no 
punifhment could be too fevere for. I did 
hope, Sir, that this tranfaction would not have 
been revived at fo great a diftance of time: 
fince you however have revived it, why will 
you not call upon fuch of the parties sow in 
England, as have feen the powers which Mr. 
Macleane produced? Lord North was the 

Minifter 


, ( go ) 

Minifter when the refignation took place. He 
was the Minifter when Mr. Haftings denied 
the authority under which it had been made. 
He was the Minifter when Mr. Hattings 
called for the powers to be produced cto the 
world, under which his agent had aéted ; and 
tn the two following years, his Lordfhip 
propofed that Mr. Haftings fhould be ‘ap-’ 
pointed Governor-Genetal of Bengal. Can 
we, Sir, have a ftronger confirmation of ‘Lord 
North’s fenttiments of Mr, Haftings’s conduct 
then helas given ? Would he have propofedl 
aman to fill the firft office in India, who was 
fo far wantihg in honor as to deny or to ex- 
plain away, powers he had once given. There 
Was a time when the argument I now ufe 
would have had lefs weight with you. There 
was atime, if I miftake not, when you would 
yourfelf have impeached the noble Lord ; but 
at prefent, I prefume, his Lordthip’s fenti- 
mients of a tranfaction, which I am forry to 
dwell fo long upon, will have fome weight 
with you. ; 


- | have fo great an opinion of the honor.of 
the noble Lord, that I am convinced no confi- 
deration upon-earth.would have induced bim 
to propofe Mr. Haftings, a fecond and a third 

time 
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tine for the Government of Bengal, in a Britith 
Hioufe of Commons, had he not been fully fa. 
tisfied of the propriety of his conduct, as well 
in the bufinels of.the refignation, as in every 
act ot his government, to the year 1781. 


In fhort, Sir, you ought not to have mentte 
oned a fyllable about the refignation; or if 
you had entered upon the fubjeé&t, common 
juftice required that you fhould have examined 
as many of the parties who were concerned in 
thar tranfaction as are now in England. Some 
af them are no more,—and 


“© Let no renew’d hoftilities invade, 
“* The peaceful grave’s inviolable fhade.”* 


If Mr. Macleane was the Agent of the Na- 
bob of Arcot, Mr. William Burke is the 
Agent of the Raja of Tanjore, 


Now, Sir, I muft inform you, that the very 
curious reafons which you have afligned for 
Mr. Macleane’s condué are totally without 
foundation. Every idea of removing Mr. 
Haftings at the India~Houfe was at an end. 
He had gained a complete victory there, a- 
gaioft the whole force of aGovernment, whofe 
intereft was at that period extremely powerful ; 
but the idea was, that his Majefty’s Minifters 
were 
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were determined to carry in parliament what 
they could not effeét in the city. I am con- 
vinced, Sir, if the compromife had not taken 
place, and the affairs of India hid been agi- 
tated in the Houfe of Commons, in the winter 
of 1776, Mr. Haftinzs would have had your 
watmett fapport, for at that period he was in 
the opinions of your pavty, am able, honett, 
great, and injured man, nor were his demerits 
difcovered by you, umil Lord North fhewed 
an inclination to fupport him Inthe fir Re- 
port of yous Sele& Committee, you have pub-" 
lifhed a copy of Mr. Haftings’s public letter 
to the Charman of the Court of Directars, 
which he wrote when he did me the honor to 
noppinate me his Agent. That letter comtaims 
the following paragraph, ‘* It is material to 
‘* me to make one obfervation, thar in my in- 
“* ftructions to Major Scott, I have particu- 
“¢ larly provided, that’I will fuffer no perfon 
‘© whatever to perform any act in my name, 
“ that fhall be comftrued to imply a refigna- 
“* tion of my authority; protefting againt 
** the exercife of fo dangerous a power, fron: 
** its having been affumed upon a former oc- 
“* cafion, without being warranted by my 
‘° consent, or by any previous inftrudtions, 
* that 
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«© chat could bear the molt diftant terttendy 
‘6 tg fuch a meafure.” 


Would Mr. Haftings dare to provoke an 
enquiry in the manner he has done, if he had 
ever empowered any man to make a furrender 
of his Government for him, or would the 
Court of Direétors have fubmitted to fuch a 
notification, provided they had believed that 
the tranfaction of 1776, was a legal, valid re- 
ficnation, and complete in all tts parts. 


T have now, Sir, gone through the infinua- 
tions contained againft Mr. Haftings, in your 
Ninth Report. There is certainly no direét, 
(or implied) charge of corruption; and tho’ 
you are pledged to God, to the Houfe of Com- 
mons, and your country, to prove the Gover- 
nor-General a moft notorious delinquent; yuu 
have as yet produced rot a fingle inftance of 
his corruption in office. It is true you have 
laboured hard to prove, that an ophium coa- 
cract has been given to Mr, Stephen Sulivay 
upon terms not fo advantageous as probably it 
might have been concluded upon, 


fc 
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Ie happens unforrunately too, that this gen- 
tidthan is the fon of a Diredtor..: As the:Ap- 
pend to your Report is not yer publithed, | 
have not read Mr. Haftings’s reafons for dif; 
pofing of the ophium contract without putting 
it up to public auétion: I dare fay they-are 
of fotne force; but what does the charge a4 
mount to,—that the gentleman, who-has beep 
elght times Chairman of the Eaft-Indis Com- 
pany, has ferved that Company abroad and at 
home above fifty years, is poffefied of fo {mall 
‘a fortuhe, that he procured for his only fon, 
an appointment in the Civil Service at Ma- 
dras; that Mr. Stephen Sulivan went at the 
end of three years to Bengal; that Mr. Haf- 
tings, who had been for many years én habits 
‘of intimacy and friendfhip with the father, ap- 
pointed him his Private Secretary and Judge 
Advocate-General; and that he afterwards 
gave him a contract, which has been a profi- 
table contract to every man who has held it. 
I believe, Sir, no man who has filled {fo great 
an office for fo many years as Mr, Haftings 
has done, can be clearer from the charge of 
wafting the public money for private pure 

“safes, than he is » to mere infinuations I thal 
Oppofe politive facts. Look around you, and 
tell 
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tell me how many of the gentlemen, who have 
arrived in England in the courfe of the twelve 
years, that Mr, Haftings has been Governor 
of Bengal, were of his family, or particularly 
satronized by him. With truth and jutftice I 
ean fay, that as Mr. Haitings’s fortune is mo- 
derate in the extreme, for his ftation, fo have 
the views and expectations of thofe attached te 
him been moderate. J defire you will point 
wut a fingle perfon, either of his family, or ine 
timately connected with, or dependeft upon 
him, who has returned from Bengal with a 
large fortune or a dubious character, ‘ The 
‘© few who are called his friends cannot rife 
‘“ above an humble mediocrity, and the greate 
* eft part are now foliciting to return to India 
‘© for bread.” 


If the Governor-General has wafted the 
public Treafure for private purpofes, furely it 
will not be difficult co fix upon fome of thofe 
individuals, who have benefited by an unau- 
thorized exertion of the power of patronage. 
Produce a fingle inftance of a gentleman, now 
in England, who accumulated a fortune in the 
courfe of the twelve years Mr, Haftings bas 
been at the head of the Government of Bengal, 

F by 
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by enjoying improper advantages at the Come 
pany,’s expence, or in your own words, ‘‘ by a 
“¢ wafte of public trea{yre for private purpofes,” 
and you will go further tq eftablifh one 
fpecies of delinquency againit Mr. Haftings, 
than by fifty infinuations, unfupported by 
facts. That advantagious contra¢ts have heen 
given away in Bengal, as well as in other 
countries, cannot be doubted, but to every 
declaration,that rapid fortunes are continual- 
ly made in Bengal, I fhall oppofe a pofitive 
fac. The Company’s civil fervants are fome 
of them of above twenty-&x years ftanding 
in the country, many above twenty, and @ 
great number indeed of more than fifteen 
years length of fervice. The Company’s mi- 
litary fervants are of equal, if not of longer 
ftanding, and I refer you, Sir, to the evidence 
of your reports to prove, that almoft all the 
gentlemen who have been examined by you, 
have ferved the Company abroad fiom fifteen 
to twenty years. It was at the time of the 
acquifition of the Dyanne, before Mr. Haft- 
ings’s return to Bengal, that thofe rapid and 
enormous fortunes were acquired in a fhort 
period; and as you well know, your honorable 
friend, General Richard Smith, was but four 

years 


( 37 ) 

Yeats and feven months in Bengal. It would 
be impertinent in me to prefume to guefs at 
the amount of his acquifitions; but certainly 
we have ‘had no inftances, during Mr. Haft- 
ings’s adininiftration, of rapid and enormous 
fortunes being acquired, though by the ex- 
tenfion of our influence to Oude, the means 
of providing fer individuals has been con- 
fiderably increafed. 


You have fearched the Company’s Records 
with induftry; you have had the additional 
advantace of converfing with every man who 
has returned from India; and what have you 
difcovered? that an improvident contract, as 
you ftate it, has been granted to Mr. Stephen 
Sulrvan—This is “ The wafte of public 
“ Treafure for private Purpofes.””—Have 
yeu, Sir, been as moderate in exercifing the 
power of patronage as Mr. Haftings has 
proved himfelf to be, ina difficult and trying 
fituation ?—How many of the name of Burke, 
are now fed at the public expence—your re- 
Jation, who firft acquired, and afterwards loft 
a fortune, in the Ailey, made two journeys 
over land to India, and appeated here as the 
avowed agent of the Raja of Tanjore, was, 
foan 
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fgon’ after the change of the Miniftry, in 
March, 1782, nominated to the new and ufe- 
lefs office of Receiver of the Ballances dae 
from the Eaft-India Company to the Crown, 
on account of the Regiments ferving in India; 
or, in other words, Paymafter of his Ma- 
jefty’s Forces in India: but I decline the in- 
vidious tafk of ftating to what an extent you 
have exercifed the power of providing for 
your relations at the public expence, during 
the fhort time your party has been in office. — 
Ie is fufficient for me to affert, that Mr. 
Haftings, and his friends, are as free from 
the vice of rapacity, as from the folly of ex- 
tiavagance, 


You have faid, Sir, that Mr. Haftings, 
when he firft heard of the Refignation, had 
recourfeto one of thofe unlook’d for and hardy 
meafures which characterize the whole of his 
adminiftration. 


Was this meant as a compliment or a re- 
fiection? it was, I grant you, a hardy meafure 
to march a detachment acrofs Hidia—but it is 
fucceeded———It was a hardy meafure to in- 
wade the country of Madjee Sindia—but it 

produced 
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prodgced an immediate peace with the only 
actiye, Member of the Maratta ftate, and a 
general, peace with the Marattas has been the 
copfequegce—It was a hardy meafure, and 
big with perfonal refponfibility, to draw off 
the Maratta army at Cuttack, by advancing 
Chimnajee Boofla a Sum of money, without 
the confent of Mr. Francis, but the Eaft- 
India Company has felt the good effects of 
it—It was a hardy meafure to propofe em- 
barking fix hundred and forty Europeans, 
with a large fupply of treafure, to relieve 
Madras, at the moment that the navigation 
was interdiéted, on account of the dangers 
that attended it.—But the neceffity for ex- 
ertion was prefling, and the Meafure fuc- 
ceeded.——-The Refponfibility of this meritori- 
ous exertion was thrown upon Mr. Haftings, 
and Sir Eyre Coote.—Thefe hardy meafures 
have fecured to the Governor-General, the 
applaufe of his countrymen, and have faved 
our empire in India from deftruéion. 


I muft confefs, Sir, it does appear fome- 
thing extraordinary, that Mr. Hatftings fhould 
be cenfured by Mr. Burke, for betraying 
figns of an impatient, independent, and over- 

bearing 
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bearing temper, and for prefuming to iVo ¥ 
a principle of difobedience to fuperior authuri- 
ty. Does fuch aa accufation come with a 
good grace from a gentleman, who in one in- 
ftance has a¢ted in direct oppofition to the 
fenfe of the late and prefent Law-officers of 
the Crown ; and in another, has fet his judg- 
ment up in oppofition to the folemn determi- 
nation of the great Council of the Nation? 
and who, having fatisfied his own mind of the 
propriety of an alteration in a depending 
Bill, deemed it ufelefs and unneceflary to 
communicate his difcoveries to the Houfe of 
Commons? If thefe are inftances of amiable 
weaknefs, and are not to be cenfured on that 
account, why, Sir, will you not make fome 
allowance for the difficulties of Mr. Hatt- 
~ ings’s former fituation. 


Were I to adopt your mode of reafoning $ 
were 1 to attribute every action of your life 
to the worflt poffible motive, how eafy would 
it be, to fay, that when you took upon your- 
felf to reftore two men to offices, from which 
they had been removed on fufpicion of de- 
linquency, you meant to obftruct the courfe 
of public juftice, or that when you examined 

evidence 
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evidence without doors to prove the propriety 
of altering a bill which had been debated 
Claule by claufe in a Committee of the 
Houle of Commons; and when you made 
fuch alterations upon evidence you thought of 
RO moment to communicate, you fhewed a4 
ftronger inftance of an independent fpirit, 
than Mr. Haftings has ever difplayed. 


I truft I am warranted in fuppofing' that 
every part of the Ninth Report was written 
by yourfelf. Of this fact there will, I believe 
be no doubt ; but the refpectable Committee, 
of which you are a member, having adopted 
the reafoning contained in it, perhaps fome 
apology may be neceffary to the gentlemen 
who attended when the Report was read, as 
well as to Mr. Burke. I affure you, Sir, I 
mean to take no improper liberty with them, 
or with you; and if in defending Mr, Haf- 
tings from the infinuations whichare contained 
againft him in the Ninth Report, I have been 
hurried into any difrefpectful expreffions, I 
very fincerely acknowledge my error, and 
crave pardon of you, and the Committee. 
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I-well know the deference and refpedt which 
ie due from an humble individual, like myfelf, 
toagentleman who poficfics fo eminent a rank 
in the literery world, who fills fo high an 
office in the ftate, and is admitted to the Coun- 
cils of our moft gracious Sovereign ; if in any 
expreffion in this letter, I fhall appear to have 
loft ight of that deference and refpect, I truft 
you will attribute it ta my firm cenviction of 
the injuftice which has been done to Mr. Haf- 
tings’s character, in the Ninth Report of the 
Select Committee. 


I have the honor to be, 


SIR, 


£ 


Your moft obedient humb!e fervant, 


3S. 


P. S, 
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P. $. Inthe concluding paragraphs of yout 
Report? you ‘obferve that’ many material pa- 
pers, lately arrived from India, have’ been laid 
before yout Comimittee,—I pfefume’ you mean 
the difpatches tetetved By the Lively: You 
appear, however, to have felected the refolu- 
tion of the Council-General telative to the in- 
veitment, as the only document’ neceffary to 
be brought forward at préfent ; and even this 
paper is configtted to am Appendix, not yet 
publifbed,—Your Report is brought forward at 
fo late a petiod of the feffions profeffedly, in 
order ‘0 enable the Houfe to adopt the moft proper 
means for regulating the Britifh Government in 
Tudia :-»lf this was your intention in bringing ' 
the Report forward on the 1 3th of June, furely, 
Sir, it would have been candid to have faid 
fomething furcher relative to the Lively’s dif- 
patches, The idea without doors is, that 
they contain undoubted proofs of the fpirited 
and fuccefsful exertions of the Governor Ge- 
neral and Council, and give the Company a 
well-founded hope of their being able to fur- 
mount the aftonifhing difficulties and embar- 
raffments in which every Prefidency has been 
involved. Nota hint of this kind, however, 
is to be found in your Report, and the only 


paper 
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paper alluded to is that in which the Supreme 
Council have recommended to the Court of 
Directors, to allow the Members of the Board 
of Trade, refident in Calcutta, 5 per cent. 
upon the amounts of the inveftment. Any 
perfon reading your Report, would conclude, 
I am fure, that the grant of the « per Cent. 
was abfolute by the Supreme Council, inftead 
of being merely a recommendation, and in- 
ftead of this ‘“‘ memorable tranfaGion,” bind- 
ing the Board of Trade to take no unlawful 
«* emolument,” and confequently implying, 
that fuch, had hitherto been taken, the mean- 
ing muft be, as the words exprefs, ** that they 
** were to take no further emolument ;” by 
which was underftoad, I prefume, a reftriction 
from trade, in fuch articles as might affeét 


the Company’s invefiment for the enfuing 
feafon. 
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TO THE 


Right Hon, Epmunp Burxr 


Lonion, oth Fuly, 1783, 
SIR, 

HEWN I did myfelf the honor to ad- 
drefs you on the 19th of June, the 
Appendix to the Ninth Report was not pub- 
lifhed. In candour and fairnefs both fhould 
have appeared at the fame moment, becaufe it 
is poffible that very different conclufions may 
be drawn by different men, from the fame 
facts. If I prefumed to animadvert with fome 
degree of freedom upon the infinuations con- 
tained in the Ninth Report, and to complain 
of the grofs injuftice which has been done to 
the Governor-General’s character, I thallbe lefs 
able to reftrain myfelf, when I proceed to the 
elucidation of fuch parts of his conduct, as 
the documents which you have publifhed in 
che Appendix will afford me an opportunity 

af juftifying. 
On 


& 
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On the 13th of June, a Report froth aCom- 
mittee of the Houfe of Commons, profeffedly 
compiled by Mr. Burke, is prefented. This 
Report is made, “ in order to enable the 
«© Houfe to adopt the moft proper means for 
 segulating the Hgitifh Government in 
«¢ India.” 


dt is drawn up with great art and ability, 
and may not unaptly be ftyled a Critical Re- 
view, palpably calculated to catch the paffions 
and prejudices of the moment. The Appen- 
dix from whence J mean to refute every fylla- 
ble that affects Mr. Haftings, is kept back 
until the fifth of July, twenty-two days from 
the delivery of the Reporr. If you fhould 
fay, that its bulk prevented an earlier publi- 
cation, I muft beg Icave to obferve to you, 
Sir, that common juftice fhould hive induced 
you to have produced the Report and the Ap- 
pendix at the fame time.—Mr. Fox, one day 
informs the Hloufe, ater paffing a warm, if 
not a juft, eulogium upon the ability, the in- 
teority, and the labours of the Select Com- 
mittee, that a Report of very great impor- 
tance is foon to be prefented, and then the af- 
fairs of India will be fully difcuffed. Ido 
not 
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not enquire into Mr. Fox’s motives for poit- 
poning the confideration of India affairs: to 
-another feffions, and thus playing with an 
empire, although the Governor-General had 
fo fpiritedly called upon Minifters, either to 
remove or to confirm him, nordolI feek to 
know what arguments induced you to fit 
filent for the firft time fince my arrival inEng- 
land, when Bengal, or Mr. Haftings, was the 
fubje&t of difcuffion in the Houfe of Com- 
mons. I am convinced that His Majetty’s 
Miniflers have an high opinion .both of 
the ability and the integrity of Mr. Haftings, 
Can any reafonable man in this kingdom 
believe, that a fingle Member of the Ca- 
binet really thinks Mr. Haftings the author 
of the calamities of India, that he has acted 
contrary to the honour and policy of the na- 
tion, or brought enormous expences on the 
Eaft India Company ? If oneof his Majefty’s 
Minifters entertained fuch an opinion, would 
he have confented to poftpone the confidera- 
tion of India bufinefs for fo many months, 
when all parties agree,that Bengal is the laft 
great ftake left to this divided, unhappy 
country ? 


In 
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Yn nvy laft letter I tated the cafe of Mr. Brif- 
tow, Sut I emitted to take notice of a very 
fevere and a very unjuft infinuation contained 
in the courfe of your ftri€tures upon it. In 
truth, I knew it to be fo unfounded, that it 
made not the fmalleft impreffion upon me, 
though upon further confideration it will be 
abiolutely ‘ neceffary to reply to it, left the 
charge may have weight with the world, 


After ftating the proceedings in Council re- 
lative to the reftoration of Mr. Briftow, you 
fay, -“* Mr. Hattings propofed, as a compro- 
“ mife, a divifion of the object in queftion, 
“ one half was to be furrendered to the au- 
“ thority of the Court of Dire&ors, the other 
** was referved for his dignity.” And then 
you go on to flate, “ That Mr. Briftow ought 
“ to have been appointed to ‘the pecuniary 
“ truft, and Mr. Middleton to the Refiden- 
“* cy, provided Mr, Haftings wifhed to avoid 
** ali fufpicion with refpe& to the purity of 
‘* his Motives.” 


Tam truly forry, Sir, that in your eagerness 
to criminate Mr. Haftings, you-thould ea- 
tirely forget what were the orders of the Court 

of 
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of Directors relative to Mr. Briitow, upon 
which the proceedings profeffedly were 
founded. In 1775, Mr. Briftow was ap- 
peinted Refident at Oude, In 1777, he was re- 
sfoved. In 4779, he was reftored to the Ref» 
dengy by the Court of Directors. In 1780, Mr. 
Francis moves, in confequence that he fhall 
be nominated to the Refidency. Sor Eyre Coote 
and Mr. Wheler agree, the former however 
expreffing his difapprobation of carrying, into 
execution the orders of the Court of Directors 
at that particular moment, if they could have 
been avoided, and expreffing his readinefs to 
adopt any meafure Mr. Haftings could pro- 
pote, for fupporting the necefary influence of 
his ftation. 


Mr. Briftow was put in poffeffion of the 
Refidency of Oude, in. conformity to the order of the 
Court of Direfors ; the other appointment was 
no part of the office to which Mr. Briftow had 
originally been nominated, and might be made. 
totally diftinct, witheut ax infringement of their 
orders; but had Mr. Middleton been appoint- 
ed public Refident, and Mr. Briftow to the 
office of Paymafter of theTroops, and Cotlector 
of the Tuncaws ; how would the Court of Die 

rectors 
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reftors otders have been carried into RECON 
at all? » Seas 


Nothing can be more ungenerous and un 
juft chan your reflections upon this affair, The 
attention of the Legiflatyre, and of the people 
of England, is now however fo ftrongly drawn 
to the caufe of the Governor-General, that it 
is no longer in your power to injure him by 
infinuations, If you mean to prove, or toat- 
tempt to prove, Mr. Haftings 4 notorjous 
delinquent, which you are pledged to do, 
you-muft produce a {pecific change fo whith 
I will give a {pecific, and I dare fay a ‘fatif- 
factory reply ; if Mr, Haftings’s character for 
integrity is not too firmly fixed, to be affected 
by this part of your report, I wil] bring a proof 
pofitive, that he had no private, no jnterefted 
views to gratify, when he propofed fending 
Mr. Middleton to Oude, and I could with, 
Sir, that you had thought proper to infert the 
following letter, either ia your Report, ‘or in 
your Appendix. it was received on the 27th 
of May, at the India-Heuft. 


. In September, 1782, Mr. Haitings thought 
” had reafon to be diffatisfied with the public 
” condué 
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condué of Mr. Middleton, on thefe grounds, 
that he had not exerted himfelf to procure the 
payment of the balances, due from the Viz.er 
to the Company, and that he had negleéted 
to tranfmit fome material information to the 
Board, after ftating thefe points in a letter to 
the Supreme Council, dated on the Ganges, 
22d of September, 1782. Mr. Haftings adds, 
« The obftacle which oppofed itfelf to the 
‘© nomination of Mr. Briftow, to the Refident« 
‘© thip of Oude, no longer exifts. I have the 
© pleafure af finding, upon the molt impartial 
* enquiry, that the conduc of Mr. Briftow, 
« during his former Refidency at the Court 
** of the Vizier, has been proper and attentive. 
*¢ T accordingly with him to fucceed to the 
<¢ prefent Refident, provided the Vizier has 
“* no reafonable objection to his appointment. 


| have now great fatisfaction in inform- 
* ing you,that my letter to the aéting Mini- 
** fter of the Vizier has had the happieft 
*s effects in realizing the heavy balances due 
*© to the Company trom Oude, arid it is faid 
*© that the prefent Refident, and his Deputy, 
*: are brought to a proper fenie of their duty 
*s to the Company. 
B « But 
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“ Butasinevery act of my adminiftration of | 
“ the affairs of ghe Company,-3 never had an 
6“ ‘Object in view, but their permanent inté- 
«seh as far as my judgment could: ite 
“« ‘ me, and as prejudice in favor ef chofe ia 
«© whom I have confided, or againit thofe who 
“‘ oppofe me, vanifh in my mind, when the 
* good of the fervice requires it ; -T now with 
“you to recall Mr. Middleton from the 
“© Coyst of the-Vizier, andto appoint Mr. 
« $s Bristow 3 in his room. 


a My wegk ftate of health. obliges me to 
dictate this letter from my-bed, yet T can- 
=i “not but add, that your inftructions to Mr. 
$ ‘Briftow fhould be ftrong and pofitive ‘upon 
«thee points; xft. That he fhould always 
* fhew every poffible refpect to the Vizier 
“and his family. 2dly, That he fhould | 
- Jake the moft effectual fleps for. fecuring 
“© all that may remain unpaid of the Com- 
‘* pany’s cbalances ; gdly, That the fecurity 
* ahd internal peace of .the Vizier’s domi- 
‘© gions, and the happinefs of the people, 
“* fhould be conftantly in his view, and thas 
ae he, ‘thanid cammanicate fully and freely’ . 
* with this Goverament upon thele- fabjects.” 
_° I thould 
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I fhould hope, Sir, after reading this extrac 
you will be of opinion, that it is not pdlfible 
toimpute the Governor-Generai’s condu& to 
bafe or finifter views, and here I fhail drop 
the fubject. : 


From your ftatement of the Ophium mo- 
nopoly in the Reports, I was inclined to be- 
lieve that I had been hitherto mifinformed re. 
lative to that branch of the Gompany’s Reve- 
nues, but upon reading the papers publifhed 
in the Appendix, I find, as 1 always under. 
ftood, that Mr. Hattings is clearly entitled to 
the merit of having brought the amount of 
this advantageous monopoly to the credit of 
the Company. 


Your honorable friend, General Richard 
Smith, will undoubtedly recolleét, that while 
he was a Member of the Adminiftration » 
Bengal, the Ophium of the Revenut-of Bahar 
was avowedly a monopoly far the emolinent 
ef individuals. {t had-been {6 dozing the 
Government of Lord Clive and Mr., Verelft, 
and continued on the fame footing until Mr, 
Haltings fucceeded to the chair. 


In 
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% the firft, year, of his Governmerit,he fti- 
ie that 800 chefts fHould be prepared 
Ot Company's account, which was in fact 
i ° nN w ? 
. _Bdding two lacks of rupees tothe Revenues 
of that year. 


In thé¥econd year the whole of the Ophium 
in the, Province of Baha was provided on the 
Company’s ccount, for which they paid 320 
rupees acheft, and might probably gain five 
‘Jacks by the fale of ir, 


~ And here® Sir, I ixfuft obferve, that you do 
hot ftate tht tranfaction faifly, or truly, when 
syou fay,™* at length it engaged the attention 
** of the Company.” The fact is, that it had 
previoufly engaged the attention of Mr.Hattings, 
to whom the credlc is certainly due‘of having 
turhed the monopoly of Ophium to the advan 
tages of his emiployers ; a circumftance,which 
from défign or actident, you have omitted to 
thélition. Icdid dovind fact ergage the atten- 
tign of the Diré€tors “ell Deceitber, 1775, 
d al] they then fay upon fr is, that it thall be 
under‘ the ‘mahageiierie’ af the Supreme 
Cond, YW ee Fey 


eo 
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*. Affer,, the, arrival of . General Clayering, 
Colpnel, Monfon, and Mr. Francis, the Sy- 

, pxeme Council determined that the Gphium 

, hhould be provided by contrad, and alf per- 
fons were invited by an advertifement tg ferd 
in propofals.—-There were twelve candidates 
for the contract; Mr. Griffiths, whofe pro- 
pofals were the loweft obtained, and held it 
two years ; it was then given for three years 
to Mr, Mackenzie, -unlefs the Directors fhould 
in the mean time order the monopoly to be 
abolifhed,—But you obferve, ‘that the con- 
* rra& was not put up to public auctign, as it 
“< ought to have been, for whith the Govener 
“© General and Council were feverely xepri- 
** manded.” 


The words of the Directors are, « thst 
“‘the contract fheuld have been put yp to 
“ audlion, or previous enquiries fhould » have 
“been madp, neceflary to guide your judge- 
“ment therein, and to warrant the meafurg, 
“* we therefore mutt difapprove your, consluct 
‘on that occafion.” I would afk any rea~ 
{gnable maq,. whether, the paragraph. | have 
quoted thould be called a: fevere reine ?— 


* ‘What 
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“Whar proof have you gives, that previois « en- 

pars A “were not made ? The fact is, that’ the 
Beard; before they concluded Mr, Griffith's, 
dontrad in 1775, had made hecefiary 
- greolous enquiry to guide their iid, ahd 
the information of the ‘Patha Council’ being 
on Record, a farther enquity in 1777 ‘was un- 


neceffary. 


op 


‘When Mr. Mackenzie's cqntraét was near- 
ly expired, he renewed ‘it for another year, 
and then it was granted to Mr. Stephen Suli- 
van for four years, the precife’ inte ‘Mr. 
Mackenzie had field it, and upon the fame 
teams. 


I thall forbear, Sir,to remark upon the very 
extraordinary ftyle and’ shabrret in which you 
detail this bufinef, fo' difference froni an 
thing that -has hivherto uppeared iid par- — 
Fiementary' report, bat’t will Endeavour to 
relate plein ometerte of fuk in plain and ‘in- 
telligible langage. 


From As to 2572, ithe Ophiuth vf the 
province of Baher bid ‘been 2 thorfopty iti the 
hands of individuals. if it was wrong ‘to 


permit 
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permit the Company’sfervants to enjoy % 

great.an advantage at the expence of their 

employers, your honourable friend, General 

Smith, having been a part of the time a 
member of the adminiftration, is Partieeps: 
Criminis ; but in thofe days, the rage of 
Reformation had not feized him, In 177%; 
Mr. Hattings caufed the Company to parti- 
Cipate in this monopoly.—Their fhare that 
year was 8oq.chefts.—In 1773, the Company 

became poffefied of the whole at 320 Rupees 
a cheft, not in confequense of orders from 
England, but by Mr. Haftings’s attention to 
the interefts of his conftituents, and for this, 
amongft other ceconomical arrangements, he 
received the thanks of the Court of Directors. 


In 1775, the Supreme Council determined 
to difpofe of the Ophium contra& to the 
loweft bidder. There were twelve com- 
petitors, and Mr. Griffiths’s propofals being 
the moft favorable for the Company were ac- 
cepted.-—It is fair to prefume that the terms, 
which he took the contract upon, were very 
low; that they were highly advantageous to 
the Company is clear, gad General Clavering, 
and Mr, Francis theught fo, or they would 

not 
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not have confented to Mr. Mackenzie's hold. 
ing ' tlie “contract for three years, upon almott 
fitnilar terms, without its being again put up 
to public auction,—for you will be pleafed 
to obferve, Sir, thag neither General Claver- 
ing nor Mr. Francis, made fuch a propo- 
fition.—This is a fact, which I beg you will 
attend to.—When Mr. Mackenzie’s term was 
expired, he was permitted to hold the con- 
tfact for one year longer, and then it was 
given for four years to Mr. Stephen Sulivan, 
tipon the fame terms -that Mr. Mackenzie 
had held it—terms fomething lower than the 
loweft that had been offered by twelve differ- 
ent competitors,when it was put up to public 
auction in 1775.—Let any honeft man read 
this plain ftate of facts, and then declare 
upon his honor, if ir 1s fuch a tranfattiqn as 
Mr. Haftings need to bluth at.— 


‘If Sir John Clavering (of whofe integrity 
and-honor I ever had the higheft opinion) 
coincided in opinion with Mr. Hlaftings, that 
the Ophium contract, upon the terms which 
Mr. Griffiths had held it, was placed upon a 
wery fair and equitable footing, if he con- 
assis to permit Mr. Mackenzie tohold it 

for 


{ 37 

for three years, with a riding alteration 1n , 
favor of the company, and one provilo, 1 $ 

the monoply itfelf, foould be abohifoed, within thee 

period, if the only objection ftated by the 
Direétors to Mr. Mackenzie’ 8 “contract was, 
that ‘it had not been put up to ) public auction, 

nor * previous enquiries made, if Mr, Hatt. 

ings has byt merely continued a contrat 
to Mr. Sulivan, upon terms which General 
Clavering and Mr. Francis approved of, why 
in,God’s Name, have you purpofely involved 
the ay in fo much obfcurity? — Ridicule in 

one paragraph, ‘inGinuation jn a fecond, and 

mifreprefentation i in a third. 


You fay, “ This Monopoly continuing, and . 
sf gathering, ftrength, through a fucceffion-of 
** Contractors, and being probably a moff- 
*© lucrative dealing, it grew to be every day 
“a greates, snee of competitien. The 
“< Council of Patna endeavoured ta recover 
“© the contract, or at leaft the agency, by rhe, 
“‘ maft invitigg terms; and in shis eager. 

© The Court r of Directors did not recalled, perhaps, when 
they faadé’ tits obfelvitton, how fully he famjedt had “‘peén’ 


dantelesed im uz7gsehich preclude the nerefitty of agumber | 
enquiry, in the opinion both of Mr, Hafings and General 


Clavering. 
Cc « ftate 
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“ {tate of mutual complaint and ccmpetition 
*“ between private men and publi bodies, 
““tnings continued until the arrival of Mr. 
ce Stephen Sulivan, fon of Mr. Sulivan, 
«Chairman of the Eaft-India Company, 
which foon put” an end to “all ttrite and, 
* emulation.” . ° 


-I really, Sir, do not know how to reply 
td this Paragraph.—T here is fuch & ftrange 
nilfreprefentation of faéts throughout. — In 
the firft place, the offer from the Council of 
Patna was made im ‘March, 1775, in reply to 
a letter to them from the Supreme Council, 
requiring their opinion as to the deff mode of 
providing Opbium in fyture.—The offer was 
néxt.-accepted, as Mr. Griffiths’s terms were 
mich more favorable for the Company, and 
¢ can’Giid no fubfequent application from the 
Patna Couhcil.—The Board of Trade, which 
is'an Imperium in Imperio, had applied to 
the’ Direftors to ‘be alowed the management 
of the Ophium es 2° commercial concern ; 
but fince the year 1777, they appear not to 
have written re{pecting the Contrat;—fo chat 
“the eager ftate of mutual complaint, 
§< gompetitiony” to which you allude ;. but 

ae ; of 
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of which I can find ho trace in the Ap» 
pendix muft have been from March, 1775, 
to Augult, 1777, abave three years prior to Mr. 
Steph-n Sulivan’s arrival in Bengal.—How 
can you, Sir, attempt to miflead the public in 
fo grcfs a manner ?>— Would not any man of 
common underftandinz fuppofe from reading 
your account, that the Ophium’ contraé had 
been a continued object of contention, from 
1775, wl} Mr. Sulivan got it in 1781? Yee 
T cannot find a line upon the fubjeét in your 
Appendix, between the months of July, . 
1777, when the contract was granted to Mr, 
Mackenzie, and April, 1781, when it was 
given to Mr. Sulivan—A period of almoft 
four years.— 


Mr. Francis obferved, when the Ophium 
contract was firft under confideration, on the 
23d of May, 1775) ‘* I fbould think it unadvife- 
$* able to enzage on very tow terms unth any con- 
“ traGor.” Here Mr. Francis {peaks as every 
fenfible man will{péak, who thinks upon the 
fubj.&. But if this Ophium contract was to be 
put up annually to public auction, and given 
to the loweft bidder, as you affert it ought to 


be, it may fall into the hands, as Mr, Francis 
fays, 
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fays, “ of perfons who bave the power to indemnify 
ig shem/elves at any rate; and from whom she 
“ Ryots andFarmers would in fai have no appeal. 


I know your regard for Mr. Francis ; it 
gives me therefore much pleafure to quote 
what you deem {fo refpectable an authority.I find 
alfo in your Appendix an unanfwerable atgu- 
ment in favour of the Ophium Contract being 
extended beyond the period of one or two 
years; Mr. Griffiths fays (and a contraftor 
may fpeak truth fometimes) “* As the extent 
* and improvement of the poppy cultivation 
** wholely depends on the meafures adopted by 
“the contractor, it is unqueftionably dis 
** insereft (when bis engagements are for a long 
“ term) to conduct himfelf wath that juftice 
and lenity, which is the only mode of con- 
* ciliating the good opinion of the Ryots, and 
“* thereby encouraging them to pay their 
“© whole and unremitted attention to the pro- 
‘* duce of their lands ; they will then, and not 
** silt then, heartily join with the contractor, in 
** extending the cultivation, and readily adopt 
* any mode which he may point out for the 
** improvement thereof.—Thefe happy effeéts 
‘“ can never be experienced, while the engage- 

, s* ments 
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<¢ ments are limited to one year; the contractor, 
“6 baving no future objet, finds it neceffary to 
“ exact bis utmoft dues from the Ryot, who, as 
$* he expects a new matter, his whole attention 
“.is confequently bent on taking advantage of 
6 che new and old contractors, &c. &c.” 


Mr. Griffiths was permitted xo hold the 
contract a fecond year. 


Mr, Mackenzie, the next contractor, fays, 
‘© The Ryots, from every information I have 
** been able to obtain, fuffer great hardthips 
‘* and diftrefs from a frequent change of con- 
“tractors; your granting me the exclufive 
“ privilege of manufacturing the Ophium for 
“©aterm of years, will make it my intere# fo 
“* chevifh the Inbabitants, and experience will 
** teach them to confide in me, and encourave 
** chem to apply themfelves to the culture of 
** their lands with chearfulnefs and alacrity. 
“© Thefe defirable effets can never be felt, 
“© whilft they have a yearly change of yafters, as 
‘the contractor, in that cafe, confines his 
“* ftudy and attention folely to temporary ad- 
** vantages, without any view to future im- 
<* provement, or the cultivation of this valu- 
“ able branch of revenue.” 


I do 
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I do not enquire into the motives which in- 
duced Mr, Griffiths and Mr. Mackenzie to 
offer thefe Remarks to the Board, but they are 
founded in reafan, truth, and common fenle. : 


I have now explained the nature of the con- 
tract granted to Mr. Sulivan. I will not pre« 
tend to fay, that I believe it to be, even upon 
the prefent fair and equitable terms, a difad- 
vantageous contract; but I beg you to con- 
fider, Sir, that if Mr. Haftings had not inter- 
fered in behalf of the Eaft-India Company, 
the monopoly might to this moment have 
continued in the hands of the Patna Fac- 
tory.—Some perfon muft hold it, and as 
Mr. Sulivan has it upon lower terms than 
the loweft of the twelve competitors, who 
gave in propofals in the year 1775, I do 
not fee hdw it can reafanably be fuppofed, 
that any other perfon could have taken it 
upon more favorable terms for the Com- 
pany.—I cannot however help obferving the 
ftrefs you lay upon Mr. Higginfon’s evi- 
dence;—** That it was’generally believed in 
* Calcutta, Mr. Sulivan had fold the con- 
‘¢ tract, tho’ he could not {pecify for what 
* fum,”-—Adopting, this doubtful evidence,as 

if 
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if it were pofitive to the fact you add, “* From 
‘¢ chis tranfa€tion it appears clearly, that the 
‘¢ con.ract was given to Mr. Sulivan, for no 
‘*‘ other purpofe than to fupply him with a 
‘¢ fum ot money.”— 


Is this reafoning fair, juft, or candid? 
You have no proof that Mr. Sulivan has dif- 
pofed of his contract, and#t you had, you 
are ignorant of his motives for the difpofal of 
it.—-The pvint to confider is this, was the 
céntra& given to-him’ upon fuch tertns as | 
to make the tranfaction appear to be a job? 
Certainly not.—What would your Chairman 
think of me, if I were to entertain the Com- 
mittee, by telling them, that when | had the 
honor to ferve under General Smith’s com- 
mand, as a Subaltern Officer in Bengal, the 
Provinces of Coiah and Allahabad were called 
the Commander in Chief’s eftate, and that it 
was generally believed he rented thofe Pro-, 
vances from Shaw Allum; and further, that 
he paid him the Bengal Tribute in V zery 
Rupees ?—Yet you might certainly receive 
this ‘evidence from me, with as much pro- 
ptiety as youdid Mr. Higginfon’s, relative | 
to the fale of Mr. Sulivan’s contraét.—The 

tranfactions 
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cru iedst wnbad ti wetel ag nite thet 
-pablic cdbteHadiol kid peal te-” 
difS ak eat! wd witch? yd Medan "Mir." 
 Higgivfoit: | 


I do not pledge myfelf td prove the fa&, but 
Ihave very good reafon to belteve, that Mr. 
Saliven: has not, eveh to this ‘moment, difpa-" 
fogyef thericontraGl:: 


That 1 ‘may be able to quit this drowfy fy- 
tup of ‘the Eaft me ore I thall proceed to , 
ftate how it was, difpofed of lat year; and. 

again, I thall have shuch reafon to come, 
plain of your want of candour and fairnefs. 


‘With fubmiftion to you, Sir, it was not quite" 
faitto" tate that’ the Governor-General anid’ 
Coaindil had “entered | upon a daring fpetiila- 
tidt,” withour’obletving the ftrong and’ Urgent 
néceifity, whith compelfed thet to’ appr = 
ath every” “rapte ‘they could colleét ‘to 

relia OF the Company's preffing eae 
updé the cdaft’sf Coromandel. “the queltion 
was this’: Whether, “under ’ che drt nce 
eaiftéd in" Behgal in’ 1781, icwor 
ee ford eligibfe to jae fent fio fupply 


whatever 
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whatever to China, ot ta adopt a plan which 
gad the Battory at Cabron a chance at teatt 
of fiding targoes to England? Neither 
monéy nor bills could be {pared. The fcheme 
might have been a daring one, but it was a. 
necéffary one, and has been crowned with fascels. 


Your Report ftates, that two thips {aifed 
from Bengal with ophium on board, can- 
figned to China and the eaftfvard; and you 
have publifheda private letter in yourAppens 
dix, from Mr. Fitzhugh to Mr. Gregory, in 
witjch it is obferved, chat the.importation of 
opium is condenwmed by the taws of Chita; 
asd, widholtt adverting to the mecefity with 
impeded the Saprenté Council to addpt this 
mode of fupplying the faQtory at Canton with 
fpecie, Mr. Fitzhugh condethns the tranfads 
tion iA wery harfh termy. The mode in 
which the gueftion is put to Mr. Fitzhugh is 
fomething curioas: “ Whether tt would be 
‘© proper to fend ophium trom Betigal tc 
‘* Civina of the Compariy’s account ?* AsMr 
Fitshagh’s atfwer was toBecome a record bot 
at the in@ia-Houfe and in your Committee 
tise quaettion from a pentletan ofMir.Gregory’ 
aéknowledged candour, ought to have: beer 

nD 
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tranti¥Vions ‘I’ allude to, wete as miuch the’ 
fabFeR'of public converfarion and general be- 
af,’ as that ‘to which you examined: Mr. 
Hipgirion. 


I do not pledge myfelf to prove the fact, but 
Ithave:very, good reafon to believe, that Mr, 
Sulivan has not, even to this momeat, difpo- 
fed of the contra&, 


That I may be able to quit this drowfy fy- 
rup of the Eaft altogether, I fhall proceed to_ 
ftate how it was difpofed of laft year; and 
here again, I fhall have rnuch reafon to com- 
plain of your want of candour and fairnefs. 


With fubmiffion to you, Sir, it was not quite’ 
fair to ftate that the Governor-General and 
Council had entered upon a daring {pecula- 
tidn, witliout obferving the ftrong and urgent ” 
néceflity, whith compelled them to appropri- 
até every rupee they could colle& to the 
relief of the Company’s prefling exigencies 
updn the coaft of Coromandel. The queftion 
vas this: Whether, under the circumitances ~ 
which exifted in Bengal in 1781, it would 
have been more eligible to have fent no fupply ~ 

whatever — 
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whatever to China, or to adopt a plan which 
gave the Faétory at Canton a chance at leaft 
of fending cargoes to England? Neither 
money nor bills could be fpared. The fcheme 
might have been a daring one, but it was a_ 
neceflary one, and bas been crowned with fucce/s. 


Your Report ftates, that two fhips failed 
from Bengal with ophium on board, con- 
figned to China and the eaftWard; and you 
have publifhed a private letter in yourAppen- 
dix, from Mr. Fitzhugh to Mr. Gregory, in 
which it is obferved, that the importation of 
ophiam is condemned by the laws of China, 
and, without adverting to the necefity which 
impelled the Supreme Council to adopt this 
mode of fupplying the factory at Canton with” 
{pecie, Mr. Fitzhugh condemns the tranfac- 
tion if very harfh terms. The mode in 
which the queftion is put to Mr. Fitzhugh is 
fomething curious: “* Whether it would be 
“* proper to fend ophium from Bengal to 
“* China off the Company’s account ?” AsMr. 
Fitahugh’s anfwer was tobecome a record both’ 
at the India-Houfe and in your Committee, 
the queftion from a gentleman ofMr.Gregory’s | 
acknowledged candour, ought to have been, 

D 
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s¢ ‘Whether it would be better to rifque fending 
«¢ ophium to China from Bengal onthe Com- 
‘* pany’s account, in order to give the Supra- 
*¢ Cargoes a chance of loading the Company’s 
« fhips,—or to fend no fupply whatever fora 
‘© whole feafon from Bengal, which would ne- 
‘¢ ceffarily detain the fhips for one year at 
*¢ Canton?” 


But I thal) pafs over your reafoning and 
Mr. Fitzhugh’s Letter, and relate the matter 
of fact. 


The Nonfuch armed fhip, with 1601 chefts 
of ophium on board, arrived fafe at Canton, 
and the Supra-Cargoes difpofed of the ophium 
without incurring any of thofe penalties which 
you foretold. They write upon the fubjeét to 
the Court of Directors as follows: ‘* The 
% object of the Governor General and Coun- 
“¢ cil was to raife a fum of money to anfwer 
“* the exigencies of the Company’s affairs in 
“¢ that part of India, and at the fame time 
“ afford us a fupply for providing the invett- 
“© ment for the prefent year, Had ophium 
** not been imported in Portuguefe fhips, and 
“ bad the Captain obeyed bis orders, we have not 

“* she 
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© the seat doubt but it might have been fold to 
“© a confiderable advantage.” 


‘© The total lofs to the Company, after pay- 
*¢ ment of every charge,in confequence of the 
*© Captain’s difobeying his orders, was 
“© 69.973 dollars.” For this lofs, Sir, the 
Supreme Council are not accountable, but 
even as the voyage has turned out, it 
enables the Supra-Cargoes to load the fhips of 
the prefent year, as they actually fold the 
the ophium for above eighty thoufand pounds 
iterling, and there was no other poffible mode 
could have been deviftd for fupplying them 
with atythe of that fum, 


Speaking of the fhip fent to the Eaftward 
with ophium, the Supri-Cargovs fay ; 


** The Betfy was taken. Had her voyage 
“been accomplifhed, we have great reafon 
© to imagine, that the HonourableCompany 
%¢ would have received confiderable advan- 
‘© tase from it. She fold as much of her 
“ cargo as produced 5,600 dollars, which 
«6 was paid into the Hlonourable Company’s 
‘6 Treaiury here,” 

Altho’ 
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Altho’ the Betfy was taken, it appears, thar 
59,600 dollars were received for a part of her 
cargo, previouste the capture; fo that, in 
fact, the Supreme Council merit the appro- 
bation the Directors gave this part of the 
plan, inftead of the ridicule and cenfure 
which you have been pleated to treat it with. 


The produce of the cargo of the Nonfuch 
added to the fum paid into the Company’s 
Treafury in Canton, makes the whole amount 
ninety-three thoufand, three hundred, and 
forty-five pounds fterling, All charges were 
paid by certificates upon the Court of Di- 
retors. The fcheme was temporary. The 
neceffity of fupply, both in Bengal and China, 
moft urgent, and the tranfaction upon the 
whole highly laudable, 


Here, Sir, I clofe my remarks. And 
Fafk you, Whether you think, that Mr. Haf- 
tings deferves the very fevere, unjuft, and 
engenerous ftrictures, which you have pzffed 
wpon him, either for granting the Ophium 
contraét to Mr, Sulivan, or for adopting that 
st dating f{peculation,” by which ten lacks 
of repets in fpecie was proeured for the pub- 
lic fervice in Bengal, at a moment of general 
Giftrefe, and 4 cargo purchafed, which has 

been 
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been refold at China, and has enabled the 
Fatory at Canton to difpatch all the China 
fhips to Europe this feafon ? 


I imagine, Sir, you depend very much upon 
the opinion which the Houfe of Commons 
entertains of your candour and fairnefs, or you 
muft f{appofe the Appendix will never be re- 
red to, In my life I never faw fuch falfe in- 
ferences from affumed facts, or fo many mifre- 
prefentations crowded in fo fhort a {pace. 


You fay, “* Thefe extraordinary changes, in 

** favour of Mr. Sulivan, were attended with 
‘© loffes to others, and feem to have excited 
¢ much difcontent, This difcontent it was 
** neceflary in fome meafure to appeafe. The 
‘© Vendue Mafter, who was deprived of his 
«© accuftomed dues on the public fale of the 
“¢ ophium,by the private dealing, made a for- 
‘© mal complaint to the Board againtt this, as 
* well as other proceedings relative to the 
fame bufinefs. He attributed the private 
fale to “‘reafons of fiate;” and this ftrong 
reflection, both on the Board of Trade aad 
the Council Board, was pafled over without 
objervation. He was quieted, by appointing 
him ta the duty of thole very Infpectors, 
whofe office had juft been abolifhed as 
“ ufelefs, 
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« ufelels, The Houfe will judge of the effi- 
* cacy of the revival of this office by the mo- 
* tives to it, and by Mr. Haftings giving that 
© gy one as a compenfation, which had been 
“© executed as a duty by feveral.” 


In anather_place you add, ** But here their 
*¢ conftant and vigilant obferver, the Vendue 
s¢ Mafter, met them again. They feemed to 
© liye in na fmall terror of this gentleman !” 


J can find no trace in the Appendix of much 
or of any difcontent being excited by Mr. Su- 
livan’s contract. The Vendue Matter, Mr. 
George Williamfon, a gentleman not in the 
Company's fervice, whofe office may be abolifhed 
at the pleafure of the Supreme Council, and 
who holds it bim/elf only during their pleafure, 
wrote avery refpectful and proper letter to 
the Board on the 18th of October, 1781, fta- 
ting that broad cloth, copper, and ophium, 
not having been lately fold by public fale as 
heretofore, his expences had exceeded h s pro- 
fits. He begs to be allowed a commiffion on 
private fales, as he muift keep up his eftablifh- 
ment of fervants; and he moft humbly en- 
treats, at the conclufion of his letter, that 
fhould there be any future fales at Chinfurah, 


he may be directed to conduct them. 
The 
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The Board grant his firft requeft, but deny 
the fecond. You fay, ** Afr. Haffings gave Mr. 
“ Wil'iamfon ibe commiffion as a compenfation.” 
This is not true. Mr. Hajlings was at 
Benares at the time it was granted, and could 
not poffibly interfere directly or indirectly in 
the bufinefs, The fact is, as appears in your 
Appendix, that the Board (Mr. Wheler and 
Mr. Macpherfon) on the 6th of Nov. 1781, 
‘© appointed him to receive charge of the 
“¢ Ophium, and further intrufted him with 
“¢ the charge of repacking and fhipping fuch 
‘¢ quantities as may be ordered for expor- 
‘¢ tation, drawing for his trouble the fame 
‘* commiffion as has been alfowed on the 
** Company’s Sales, as a compenfation for the 
** loffes he would otherwife fuftain by the 
*° exportation, and in lieu of all other expences 
** incidental to his prefent eftablifhment of 
“© public Vendue Mafter.” 

Ic is impoffible any man in England can be 
abfurd or weak enough to believe, if he will 
confider for a fingle moment, that Mr. Haf- 
tings, and the Supreme Council, “ fhould 
** live in no {mall terror” of a gentleman, 


who 
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who as Lord Keppel {aid of Sir Hagh Paflifer, | 
they gould put down with a fillip, if they 
fhoutd have any caufé to difapproye of his 
condutt. : 


You have not carrivd your remarks upon - 
Salt to as late a period as you might have 
done. Had you really meant to furnifh 
the Houfe of Commons with a candid and 
a fait ftatement of that branch of the Com-. 
pany’s Revenue, you would have obferved, 
that by a plan formed by Mr. Haftings, and 
carried into execution at his own feparate 
refponfibiliry, under the immediate manage- 
ment of Mr, Henry Vanfittart, the revenues 
of the Company from Salt are 48 lacks 
of rupees; and that three years ago they did 
not realize a lack of rupees from this article. - 


‘The prefent contract for fupplying the 
army in Bengal with draft and carriage cattle 
was propofed by Sir Eyre Coote; and I wal 
undertake to prove, that it is one of the mot | 
advantageous contracts the Company have 
ever entered into, If you really with to be~ 
informed upon the fubje@, you may find do-~ 
cugients at the India Houfe that will convince ° 
you, the Supreme Council were attentive to 

the 
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the true interefts of the Company, and the 
Natives of Bengal, when they concluded a 
cufitraét upon fuch terms as infured a proper 
fupply of draft and carriage cattle for every 
corps in the army., As I have ma:ched from 
every ftution in Bengal and Bahar, between 
te years 1767 and 1779, I have had an op- 
portunity of feeing the diftrefs of the coun- 
try, the vexation of the farmers, and the lofs 
to the Revenue, occafioned by the neceflary 
and unavoidable feverities which have been 
exercifed in prefling bullocks for the public 
fervice, whenever a brigade or detachment has 
been in motion. If you mean to aé fairly, I 
defire you will look into the Revenue Ac- 
counts of the provinces of Bengal and Bahar, 
ptevious to the conclufion of the bullock 
contract in 17793 add to the amount of the 
former contracts the d-zductions that have 
been allowed from the Revenue, whenever a 
brigade or a corps of the army has marched, 
and you will find, I believe, that the amount 
of the prefent is confiderably lefs than the 
amount of former contraéts. If to this you 
confider the temporary diftrefs and terror of 
the.poor farmers, who were fubject to fee 


E their 
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their cattle forcibly {eized from the plough, 
and the chance after all of their nor being 

paid for them, you muft allow, that a contract 
Calculated to femedy evety inconveniency of 
this kind, and to enable every corps to match 
at a moment’s” warning, was highly proper 
for the Supreme Council to adopt, when it 
came recommended by fo diftinguifhed an 
officer as Sir Eyre Coote. 


Let General Richard Smith declare, as an 
officer, whether he does not think it would be 
better, that our army in Bengal fhould confift 
of twenty thoufand men upon a war 'eftablifh- 
ment, and ready to march at a moment’s 
warning, than of thirty thoufand upon a 
peace eftablifhment, without a proper fupply 
of draft and carriage cattle attached to each 
corps, fo as to enable them to move without 
diftreis co the country? We have been 
engaged i in war from the momeht Mr.Croftes’s 
contract was concluded, and I do not hefitate 
to pronounce, that, in cvery point of view, it 
has turned out a moft benchcial and advanta- 
geous contract for the Company, 


a 


id 
* 


You 
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You fay, ** The cafe of Mr. Bellis contra& 
“ for {upplying provifions to the Fort is of 
* the fame defcription (as Mr.Croftes’s) and 
** what exceedingly encreafes the fufpicion 
‘© againft this profufion in contracts, made 
“in direct violation of orders, is, that they 
“* are aways found to be givenin favour of 
‘© perfons ciearly conneéted with Mr. Haf- 
‘ tings in his family, or even in his actual 
“* fervice.”’ 


To fo pointed an affertion, I muft oppofe a 
pofitive denial. ‘The tact, as you have ftated 
it, is not true. Mr, Belli is the only in- 
{tance that I know of, or that you have pro- 
duced of agentleman in Mr, Haftings’s fa- 
mily, holding a contraét. He has been twelve 
years in the Governor-General’s family, as 
Private Secretary of the Civil Department of 
the Government ; he is a man, whofe honour 
and integrity are too well eftablifhed to be 
wounded by any infinuation in vour Report; 
and | am convinced, that he would be a con- 
fiderable gainer, was he to give up his wholt 
fortune, acquired in the courfe of the twelve 
years he has been confidentially employed, 
in exchange for the annual income which your 

family 
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family. at prefent enjays under the Britifh Go- 
wernment, No man living can be clearer than 
Ms. Haftings is from the crime of providing 
4for thofe who are attached to him, at the pub- 
dic expence. om 


As you are fond of fingular anecdotes, the 
following may bothamute and inftruct you.— 
The late Sir George Wombwell, enher as a 
Chairman, Deputy-Chairman, or a leading 
Director, had a very principal fhare in the 
management of the Eaft-India Company, 
from 1775 to 1780.—You will find his name 
to every letter fram the Directors in that 
period {except when he was out by rotation) 
which cenfured the conduct of Mr. Haftings, 
and he was particularly fevere upon him for not 
obeying the orders of the Coart ot Direétors 
with refpect ta contracts, which were pofitive- 
ly directed to be given to the loweit bidder, 
and for one year only.—Yet this fame Sir 
Gearge Wombwell aftually made ufe of Mi. 
Hiaftings’s arguments upon the fubject of 
contracts, wheg Sir Philip Jennings Cléike 
brought in a Bill for excluding Contvactors 
ftom Seats in the Houfe of Commons’— 
Upon this occafion, Sir George observed, 


May 
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May qth. 1778, * ‘That be dekaved putting up 
“© Contradis te Sake would de prejudicial to thy 
* public ference. Men inadequate tw the ace 
<< complifhment of the Cantrafis weuld. af all 
‘8 times bid lower then men of abjbty and repy- 
“* tation, and they would do much more injury 
*s by firving the public badly than the differ- 
‘¢ ence of expence. He had feen infiances of it 
5 in the Centragis of the Eaft-lndia Company, 
‘< and thife of fo fatal a nature, tat he could 
“* not agree to the motion: Gentlemen unacquains- 
* ed with bufine/s, and of little confequemce im 
‘s the eye of the public, might move for refer- 
*< mation in every department of Government:” 


If Sir George Wombwell fpoke fo well in 
May, yet in December of the fame year, 
when Chairman of the Court of Directors, 
he and his brethren wrote ta Bengal, “ altho’ 
“© the Governor-General has thought proper 
“to exprefs fo direct and pointed a difap- 
“‘ probation ef the mode enjoined by the 
** Company, we adhere to the propriety of 
** the Court's Orders, and renew the in- 
*s junttion, that in allicafes you acoept-the 
“ joweit propofals, avith aan fecurity 
t for the performance.” 


® Vide Paliamentary Regitter, publifhed by Almon. 
Every 
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* "Every redfonable man will thmk, that a 
contrac ought to be concluded upon fuck fair 
arid equitable ‘terns between the Company 
iid the individual, as to afford the latter an 
honeft profit for his labour, and to infure to 
the former 2 punétual obfervance of the condi- 
tions. If you fhould tell me, that it is the 
bufinefs of the propofer'to take care, that the 
terms he offers are not fo low as to preclude 
im from the probability of a future profit, I 
reply, that, to my knowledge, Gentlemen ih 
Bengal have offered to take contraéts upon 
lower terms than it was poffible to execute 
the fervice for. I will give you an inftance in 
point. In 1795, the Supreme Council, being 
then complete, contracted with the Yate Colo- 
nel Parker to keep the cantonments of Bur- 
rampore and Dinapore in repair for two years, 
at a certain annual fum. General Clavering 
offered Colonel Parker the contra¢t for five 
years, which the latter declined, on a fuppofi- 
tion that he might be a lofer by it. When 
his contract was on the point of expiring, he 
wifhed to renew it on the fame terms, but the 
Genera] then objected. New propolals were 
accordingly advertifed for, and upon opening 
them it was found, that an Enfign in the fer- 

vice 
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vice actually propoied to keep the canten- 
ments in repair for lefs than two thirds of the 
amount of Colonel’s Parker’s contract, Ac- 
cording to eftabl:fhed cuflom, this gentle 
man was entitled to the contraét; but-Mr. 
Haftings being fully convinced, as General 
Clavering, and every other man converfant in 
the bufinels was, of the impofiibility of exe- 
cuting the contract upon the terms propofed, 
it was agreed, that the bufinefs fhould be done 
by agency in future. 


I haye been more full upon the fubject of 
contracts, becaufe I recollect perfectly well, 
that on the 28th of May laft year, when the 
Houwfe of Commons paffed that memorable 
vote-for the removal of Mr. Haftings, Mr. 
Secretary Fox faid, ‘‘That tho’ he did not 
*¢ doubt the integrity of Mr. Haftings, yet it 
*¢ might happen to him, as it had happened to 
“ anable Lord ¢North) that without being 
<“¢ guilty of peculation himfelf, he had winked 
‘© at it in others.” ; 


It remains ftill wich you, Sir, to prove Mr, 
Hattings guilty of a wafte of public treafure 
for " private purpofes. 

I really 
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1 tedliy ‘am aftonithed at your mifrepre- 
fentation of the opinion of the Council, who 
wete confilted retstive to the propriety of 
cothinencing a profecution againit Mr. Haft- 
ingS, upon the ftrange jumble of intonfitt- 
efit charges tranfmitted trotm Bengal,in 1775, 
and received at a tittie when his Majefty’s 
Minifters and the Court of Directors would 
glatily have ferzed any ttnable ground for 
his Removal. : 

You fay ‘* none of them gave a pofitive 
* opinion againft the grdunds of the ptoledu- 
6c tiOK.”? 


Mr. Smith, the Company’s Solicitor, fays, 
“ F cannot bring myielf to think, there is 
“‘ fufficient grounds to bring a {uit again 
“ Mr. Haftings.” 


Lord Thurlow, then Attorney-General, 
fays, ‘© upon the whole,I fee no evidence in 
‘¢my judgement fufficient to maintain an ac- 
“¢ tion.” 


The Solicitor-General (now Lord Lough- 
borough) jays ‘the Company may proce 
«s by 


(40) 
*« by action, or a bill on equity; and the lattet 
“¢ method feems, from the imperfel? and confufed 
“ account of the evidehce of the tranfaction, 
“ to be the moft proper method of proceed- 
“ing.” 


Mr, Serjeant Adair fays, “ at all events, I 
*° cannot -think it advifeable for the Com- 
‘* pany- to commence any fuit againit Mr, 
“< Flaftings. * Mr. Sayer, fays, “ there is not 
«* fufficient ground for an aétion at common 
“ tan,% and adds “* As I am fatisfied a dif- 
“¢ eovery. will not be injurious to his defence 
‘© or integrity, it is my advice, thata Bill be 
“¢ filed in Bengal, &c.” 


Mf Dunning fays, “* if it can be proved, 
* that Mr. Hattirigs received the lack anda 
“* half of Rupees in queftion as a gift, &c. &c. 
“ the money may be recovered of him.” — He 
adds, i. it appears to me difficult to reconcile 
the “evidence ftated."—He does not ad- 
vife a " profecution, yet you fay, “* three of 
“them, Mr. Weddei burn, Mr. Dunning and 
‘Mr. Adair, were clear in favour of the 
© profecution.” 


Of 
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Of thefe three opinions, there is not a 
fyllable in either that appeais, even by a forced 
conftruction, to recommend a profecution, ex- 
cept in Mr. Wedderburn’s, and he ftates the 
evidence to be confufed and imperfeti. 


What could induce you to bring forward to 
public view the tranfactions of fo diftant a 
period, and to mifreprefent in fo grofs a man- 
nef the opinion of the Council who were con- 
fulted ?—** Is this the direct charge of cor- 
*€ ruption,” which you told Major Scott, in 
May, 1782, you intended to produce againft 
Mr. Haftinzs '—Be affured, Sir, you cannot 
injure him by fuch an attack as this is— 


Never, I believe, were fo many infinuations, 
er mifreprefentations, crowded in fo fhort a 
a fpace.—You fay, after giving us your ac- 
count of the refignation, that the Court of 
Directors obfervations upon it, ‘ are juft 
“and well applied, but that with thefe de- 
4< clarations, ‘they appear to have clofed the 
“ account, af@ diimiffed the fubje& for 
*¢ ever.”—-And why did they fo? was it out 
of regard to Mr. Haftings? By no means,— 
The Court of Directors had affigned their 


privilege 
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privilege of examination to three of their’ 
body.—Thefe three Gentlemen reported to’ 
the Court, that the powers, produced by Mr, 
Macleane, were * ful! and fufficienr,” and in 
this opinion they were not unanimous ;—= 
but when Mr. Hattings “denied he had ever 
given fuch powers,[ do not find that either of 
thefe Gentlemen ftepped forward to fupport 
their former allertions.—The more I con- 
fider this bufinefs, the more clear it appears,—= 
In the Letter of the Court of Direétors, to 
which you have alluded, they fay, ‘* although 
“¢ General Clavering aéted unwarrantably, and 
“even illegally, in directing the Secretary to 
“ iffue the Summons in his name as Governor- 
“* General, 8c. &c.” Now, Sir, by this-de- 
claration, the Directors do in faét vindicate 
Mr Haftings moft completely; —for if General 
Clavering was not Governor-General, the mo- 
ment the notification of Mr. Haftings’s re- 
fignation arrived (and the Directors allow he 
was not) Mr. Haftings is fully juftified for 
his fubfequent conduct, 


You add, ‘a fanétion was hereby given to 

‘* all future defiance of every authority in 
© this kingdom.—Several other matters of 
‘* complaint 
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complaint again? Mr. Hattings, particular. 
% ly the charge of peculation, fej] to the 
$§ ground at the fame time.” 


This affertion is not true,—The letter from 
the Court of Direétd¥s was dated the 23d of 
December, 1778 ;—~but the opinion of Coun- 
cil, on the charges fent toEngland againft Mr, 
Haftings, was taken in July, 1776 ;—and do 
you infinuate, Sir, that the Directors would 
have dared to quafh all profecutions, had 
they not been convinced of the impoffibility 
ef criminating Mr, Haftings? 


I believe, I have omitted no part of theRe- 
port,which affects the cnaratter of Mr. Haft- 
jngs.—I thank you moft heartily for publith- 
jog the Appendix.—JI hope every Member of 
the Houfe of Commons, who may in furure 
yYote upon an India queftion, will take the 
psins to read and compare it with the Re- 
port,—-The Governor-General will then be 
fully juftified. 


How, Sir, fhall I account for your tréat- 
gent of Mr, Haftings ?— You were one of his 
| warm 


( 45 ) 

warm admirers, as I underftand, in the year 
1776, and every Member of the Rocking- 
ham parry, who pofiifled India Stock, voted 
for him inLeadenhall-Street, at that period. — 
What has he done to forfeit your good opi- 
mien? Has your connection with the Raja of 
Tanjore occafioned this mighty ehange, add- 
ed to the impetuofity of your temper? J 
have, indeed, fcen fuch extraordinary changes 
in political opinions, fince my arrival in 
England, that [ fhall in future pay attention 
to facts only, and not to expreffions.—-It was 
fo much the fafhion to abufe your noble 
friend Lord North, until he was compelled 
to refign, that what fell from you in par- 
ticular may not be in the general recollection 
of the public.—The following Extracts fron 
the Parliamentary Debates, as publifhed by 
your patriotic friends, Almon and Debrett, will 
prove, that, if you have accufed Mr. Haftings 
of inconfiftency, you have afferted, that it was 
the great character'{tic of the noble Lord, and 
his adherents, to eat their words, and renotyce 
their principles; if you have treated Mr. Fjaft- 
ings’s expreffions and actions with ridicule, 
you have faid, the nobleLard was a curiofity ; 
but he was more fit fer the Britifh Mufeum, 

than 
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than the Britifh Houfe of Commons; if youhave 
pledged yourfelftoGod,the Hayfe of Commons 
and your Country, to prove Mr. Haftings a no- 
torious delinquent, you were pledged to bring 
the noble Lord to the block.—If you have 
accufed Mr. Haftings of being the author 
of all the rapine and bloodfhed in India, 
you have accufed the noble Lord of plung- 
ing America in all the horrors of war.—If 
you have charged Mr. Haftings with wafting 
the Public Treafure for private purpofes, you 
have been ftill more violent in your attacks 
upon Lord North, with refpect to the expen- 
diture of PublicMoney.—Yet at this moment, 
Lord North is the noble friend of the Right 
Honorable Edmund Burke.—The nobleLord, 
with a confidence, which is the refult of 
confcious innocence, has again and again 
pledged himfelf not to run away, but to re- 
ply to any charge you could bring forward; I 
pledge myfelf, that Mr. Haftings will be 
equally ready to defend himfelf ; but for 
Ged’s fake, Sir, confine yourfelf in future 
to pofitive charges, and do not amufe the 
world, as you have hitherto done, by dealing 
in general affertions,which you never mean to 
prove, 

November 
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November 27, 1781, 
*<c Mr. Burke rofe next, and with great 
warmth reprobated the language of the 
noble Lord. He avowed, that it was it- 
pudent, it was audacious.—He was averfe 
from deceiving and amufing the people 
with what he felt impracticable. He truft- 
ed a day of reckomng would come, and when- 
ever that day came, he fhould be able by 
impeac' ment to bring upon the beads of the 
authors of thefe unhappy affairs the punifh- 
ment of them.—The nation as an animal 
was dead ;—dut the vermin which fed on it 


had ftil an exiftence.” 


November 28, 1781. 
«© Here, Sir, I behold the bloody remnants 
of our faithful friend, Mr. Williams, gib- 
betted up for a terror to all who adhere to 
us; and a little further another friend, 
and yet another and another.—He worked 
up his paffions fo much in difcanting on 
the fhocking cruelty ot the circumtance, 
that his whole frame was vifibly and 
violently agit ted.”—(I remember perfect- 


ly well, Sir, thac in fpeaking of the late 


* Vide Parliamentary Debates, publ.fhed by Debrett. 
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famine at Madras, the effects of whitch Mr. 
Halfings and the Supreme Council have 
done their utmoft to alleviate, you were led 
away by your humanity, as in the cafe of 
Lord Cornwallis, to mention circumftances, 
which never had exiftence, except in your 
imagination.) 


Noy. 28, 1781. 
Mr. Burke, 

Good God! does the noble and learned 
Lord know fo very little of the Minifler, as to 
#mavine, that the fhortnels of time, whith a 
delufion could exift, was any reafon for his 
not practifing it? The noble Lord deait in cheats 
and délafions ; they were the daily traffick of 
his invention! A week! The noble Lord 
had often held out a cheat for half that time! 
For a day only, nay for a fingle hour, He 
had prattifed cheats upon the Houfe, which 
died away even before the debate was ended, 
to favous which they were contrived. Tie 
fioble Lord would continue to play off his 
cheats and delufions in that Houfe, as tong as 
he thought it neceffary,and had money enough 
at command to bride gentlemen to pretend they 
believed him, 

© After 
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“ After working up himfelf and his hears 
‘* ers to the moft diftcefsful ftate of emotion, 
“the -branded the Minifters as the caufe of 
“the horrid difafters he had defcribed, and 
*‘ declared the addrefs.to be the moft bypo- 
** critical, infamous, abandoned, lying eo 
‘* that ever one Houfe had been called upon 
= to vote,’ 


Dec. ', 1981. 


In this debate Mr. Burke throws out the 
fevereft inGinuations againft Lord Rodney, and 
adds, “Governor Meynell was /uppofed to have 
‘*¢ fatlen a victim to the hardfhips he had en- 
© dared. 


‘© Tobago was taken under the very eye of 

«¢ Sir George Rodney, as De Grafle exprefled 
© himfelf , and the fame Admiral faid in his 
4 difpatches, he had feveral times offered the 
“ss Britifh Admiral battle, which the latter had 
«« thought proper to decline. This might be 
‘© called a ground of crimination. The firft no- 
«¢ tice Admiral Byng had of a charge againft 
« him, was a copy of Mr. de Galifonniere’s 
© account of the action; but as this was in his 
G ‘* opinion 
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“epinion a hardthip on Admiral Byng, he 
“ would not charge Sir George Rodney from 
“* Compte de Graffe’s difpatches ; but the 
** capture of Tobago gave neverthelefs an ap- 
““ pearance of truth to the affertion of De Graff. 


(This is really, Sir, very like the infinuation 
againit the Honourable Mr. Stuart, to which 
that gentleman has fo fully replied in a letter 
to General Smith, ) 


“* For his part he declared he never would’ 
“ abandon thofe whofe caufe he had under- 
‘* taken, ’till he had fifted the matter to the 
“ bottom. The charaéter of an accufer it was 
** true, was odious; but it was fo only when 
“ the accufation was brought againft the in- 
nocent, the weak, the oppreffed, or per- 
“* haps indigent culprir—butit was not odious 
“* fo accufe guilt in ftars or ribbons: guilt re- 
“* warded and countenanced by the official an 
*¢ che opulent. 


<6 


“* Mr. Burke replied to the conclufion of 
“ Lord North’s fpeech. With indignation he 
‘< declared, he wondered how the noble Lord 

dared 


( 5 ) 

‘* dared to talk of Britith feelings. He! he! 
“ dare talk of Britith feelings! He! that has 
“ ruined the Britifh empire, and wafted its 
‘* ‘blood and treafure. — He defired the Houfe 
“© would fuffer the enquiry to be gone into, 
“ and he * would pledge bim/elf he would fup- 
** port every thing he had faid.” 


December 17, 1781. Speaking of the 
treatment Mr. Laurens met with, Mr. Burke 
fays, ** The Turk, the favage Arab, the cruel 
“© Tartar, or the piraticalAlgerine, when com- 
*¢ pared to our Minifters, might be thought 
“ humane.” 


Jan. 28, 1782. 
st He had heard that words were but wind, 
«© and that they were here more windy than 
“© any where elfe.” 
{ No bad remark. ] 


Feb. 1, 1782. 
* Mr. Burke once again, and in the fevereft 
*« and moft pointed language, attacked the 


® Yet Mr. Burke, though pref{ed by Lord Lifburne, declined 
te proceed, 


“© noble 
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** noble Lord, for declaring it was a matter in 
** which he was not immediately concerned ; 

‘© an affair that it was peculiarly his province 
§* to have made himfelf acquainted with, and 
<¢ ¢o have clofely examined. What. fays he, 
*¢ is it not the bufinefs of the Firft Lord of 
“© the Treafury to fee that money matters of 
*¢ fuch canfequence as thefe are, fhould be 
s¢ ftated fairly and juftly, previous to their 
“ being brought before the Houle; cers 
** tainly it was; and I am convinced too, fo 
*© important a tranfaction could never be done 
‘6 without his management and confent. In 
© which cafe, I fay, he has cheated the public, 


Feb. 25, 1782. 
Speaking of the loan, Mr. Burke faid, “ he 
“ blamed the conduct of the Minifter thro’ 
*€ the whole of this bufinefs. The }aft year 
“¢ he had made an infamous bargam in a bung- 
“¢ Jing manner. He now wifhed to make a 
« bargain eghd’l) advantageous to influence me 
“ more fafety.” 
March 6, 1782. 
*¢ The noble lord (North) had told them 


‘6 he would continue in his office, out of 
** gratitude 
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% gratitude tothe people.” ** Gratitude, the 
“ noble Lord’s gratitude! Oh, Sir, faid 
« Mr. Burke, (addreffing himfelf to the 
66 Speaker ) the Noble Lord’s gratitude i is like 
é that of another fallen augel like himfelf, de- 
* feribed by the poets. 


ad 


The debt immenfe of gratitude, 
&© So burthenfome, ftill paying, ftill to owe.” 


So with the Noble Lord, his debt im- 
** menie of gratitude was endlefs, and could 
‘ never be difcharged, and therefore he had 
‘ prefumed to fly in their face, and to infult 
‘ them with fuch language as ought to be 
© reprobated by every man in the houfe, &c. 


wT 


La 


March 8, 1782. 


Mr. Burke, at the clofe of a fpeech, which 
Mr. Debrett obferves, was “ one of the beft 
‘© adapted pieces of fatire we almoft evet re- 
*¢ membered to have heard hint make,” fays, 
‘© The noble Lord in the Blue Rib.and had 
«© declared, that he would n ver quit his 
* office, uritil He eoukd quit it with honor, 

s be 
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“ he therefore congratulated theFoufe on the 
“« happy profpect they had of keeping the 
* noble Lord in office, for if he never quitted 
his poft until be could quit st with honor, bé 
“< gould be bound to fay, he would retain it 
“© yntil the laft hour of bis Efe?” ° 


On the memorable 20th of March, 1782, 
when Lord North informed the Honfe of 
Commons, His Majefty’s Minifters were no 
more: Mr. Burke obferved, ‘* That that was 
“¢ not a moment for levity,or exultation. He-« 
“* regarded it with a calmnefs of content, @ 
“t placid joy, a ferene fatisfaction ; he looked 
forward with fear and trembling, &c. 


«¢ The prefent, he farther faid, was the pe- 
“¢ culiar period of mens lives, when their am- 
“°° bitious views wete unlocked, when their pre- 
<¢ sudices operated moft forcibly, when all their 
 defires, their felf opinions, their vanity, their 
“* avarice, were fet at large, and begun to 
* thew themfelves, &c. 


i am now, Sir, arrived at the period in 
which you became a Minifter. ‘Your firft 
~ declaration 
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teed in this character was on the oth 
of April, 1782, “ That it was the intention 
“* of the Servants of the Crown to purge the 
‘¢ nation of its foul humours, and to reftore 
* it to its former purity.” 


I find you on the s5th paying that tribute 
of praife to His Majefty, which he fo well de- 
ferves, ** It was the beft of meffages to the 
‘© beft of people, from the beft of kings.” 
How far you were fincere in this declaration 
Ido not know. I have been in England long 
enough to difcover, that Mr. Burke in place, 
and Mr. Burke out of place, are two very 
different men. 


When Lord Shelburne fucceeded the late 
Marquis of Rockingham, and Mr. Burke res 
figned, he ferioufly afks General Conway, 
* would he have taken Cataline for his col- 
‘¢ Jeague in the Confulthip, or be co-partner 
‘¢ with Borgia in his fchemes?” Yet Mr. 
Burke is at this moment united with Lord 
North, whom he has frequently traduced m 
the harfheft language. 


I forbear 
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Tefotbear, Sir, to nai to the eatly period 
of the prefenc feffions, Bie I recollect you 
were aot‘lefs warm in your praife of Mr. ‘Pitt, 
during Lord-Nerth's ‘Miniftry, than you have 
been hoftile to him, when .his political prin- 
ciples did not exactly coincide with your 
views, 

“€ wuderftand,.Sir, that while a patriof, you 
wer¢ in the habit of publithing your fpéeches. 
Whether thefe from whence. the foregoing, ax- 
ardéts acc taken, were printed. by your authd- 
#ity, I do not kiiow, but they are dopbticé& 
very correct. Mr. Dobrett is your old.friead, 
He was a warm admirer of your abilities and 
public {fpirit, which he never miffed an op- 
potturity..of extolling y when. the noble cord, 
pour. preéene friend, was the capftant butt pf 
your ridicile, Wands in, the-Haufe of Com- 
mons,..25 ‘you fay, Six, are byt wind, I shall 
therefore. regard your future abyfe,of Mr. 
Haftings, as idle founds, “(fignifyingpoghing,;” 
for I do not-believe the Englifh language. af- 
fords more apprpbious epithers than. yoy ap- 
plied to the noble Lord, when he rotaiaed a 
ftation,which interfered with your political, or 


interefted views. Mr. Pitt too, * that excel- 
s* Jent 
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s lent young map,” “ who muft and fhould 
“* be employed,” on afudden became a “* pe- 
“ tulant fsoward youth ;” and the Earl of 
Shelburne from being the refpected colleague 
of Mr. Fox, became in one fummer’s day, 
“fifty times worfe than the noble Lord 
«© (North) who had been reprobated and re- 
* moved by the Houfe of Commons,” 


The circle of patronage is confiderably cir- 
cumfcribed of late, and I moft fincerely believe 
it is the determined perfeverance with which 
Mr. Haflings retains an office yielding twenty 
five thoufand pounds a year, that excites your 
refentment. 


You may remember, Sir, that a few days 
after Lord North refigned in March, 1782, 
you pofitively declared, that Mr. Haftings 
and Mr. Macpherion fhould be removed. I 
thought the declaration a moft extraordinary 
one at the time, but from the moment your 
perfecution commenced, Mr. Haftings’s cha- 
racter has acquired additional luftre in the pub- 
lic opinion, and I have too entire a confidence 
in the juftice of his Majefty’s Minifters, to be 

H at 
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at all alarmed as to the event of the ftridteft 
enquiry that can be made into the public or 
private conduct of the Governor-General, 


I have the honor to be, 


SIR, 


Your moft obedient humble fervant, 


2 


PLS. 


( 59 ) 

P.8. In the courfe of a late debate you ob- 
ferved, that fome of the firft and moft re- 
fpeétable characters in the Houfe, were of the 
Seleé&t Committee. I moft readily and heartily 
agree with you, but it is equally true that 
feldom more than five, and fcarcely ever 
above fix gentlemen attend, and they are in- 
variably the fame members.” General Smith, 
Mr. Burke, Mr. Long, Mr. Elwes, Lord 
Maitland, and Mr. Annefley. Ideclare moft 
folemnly I do not queftion the juftice, or the 
purity of the motives by which thefe gentle- 
men are actuated ; they are gentlemen of fair, 
honourable characters, and of independent 
fortunes. The Sele& Committee, however, 
has now fat above two years. It was originally 
inftituted upon public grounds; but their 
proceedings have long been purely perfonal. 
Far be it from me, Sir, to difpute your know- 
ledge of human nature, and you have told the 
world, that ** Our natural difpofition leads all our 
< engutries rather to perfous than to things.” Up- 
on your own principles it is abfolutely impof- 
fible that fix gentlemen fhould brood over the 
fame fubyjeét for two years, without imbibing 
very ftrong prejudices, The well known, if 

noe 


( 60 ) 

not the avowed objet of your reports, has 
been to remove Mr. Haftings, Mr. ‘Wiheler, 

and Mr. Macphérfon from their tations. {ft 

is univerially beliéved that two of the ffx ‘at- 

tending Members, General Richart! Smith, 

and Mr. Long, have for thefe twelve rnonths 

paft entertained giews of going in hich Hations 
toIndia. Ts it poffible that this repdért thould 
have rémainied fo long uncontradicted, ‘had it 
been untrue? Your Tanjore conneftioris are 
generally known, and let ne afk'you feriouily, 
all prejudice apart, if you in your ‘confcietice 
believe, that two pentlemen who wifh to fill 
up thofe places they are taking fo fnuch pains 
to vacate, and a third who is deeply involved 
in the politics of a Gentoo Prince, éught to ‘be 
deemed impartial judges of the merits of Mr. 
Haftings. Have the retnaining three pentietrien 
eompofeda fingle line of yourten reports? have 
not General Rich, Smith, and yourfelf, paitl tie 
moft fulfome and difgufting compliments ‘to 
each other on the miérits of your feveral pro- 
ductions. Mr. Burke is to be immortalized 
by General Smith’s account, for his critique 
on Sir Eljah Impey’s appointmént, and ‘the 
honourable General receives his portion of 

adulatory 
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adulatory praife, for his attempt to keep Mr. 
Sulivan and Sir William James out of the di- 
rection. But, notwithftanding, * thefe windy 
‘«* expreffions,” as you juftly term them, one 
Member of refpectable character and inde- 
pendent fortune, declines to attend the Com- 
mittee, as GovernorJohniftone obferved, ** be- 
“‘ caufe he had feen fo much prejudice and 
‘* paffion in their proceedings, he was deter- 
‘¢ mined to go amongft them no more ;” and 
from the general difinclination of other gentle- 
men to be prefent at your meetings, we may 
fairly conclude, that they entertain fmilar 
ideas. 
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PREFACE 


HEN I wrote the following Leteers, I 
had not the awlt diftant idea of cal- 
decting them tegether; but fome of my friends 
at the London Tavern and the Queen's. 
Arms, have affured me that they have been 
favorably received by the public, and have 
therefore advifed me to publifh them. This 
ido, in juftice to my friend the Pfoptietor, 
whofe fentiments on India A ffairs, as contain- 
ed in fome of the letters, may perhaps afford 
infermation to thofe, who may have been 
mifled by the infinuations in the Ninth and 
Tenth Reports. 


A I was 


PREFAC E. 


I was alfo induced to collec thefe letters 
together, from having feen the Ninth Re- 
“port udvertifed Tor fale, and ecarneftly recom- 
mended to all captains of fhips and others, 
who were defirous that their friends in India, 
fhould be thoroughly and authentically in- 
formed of the ftate of the Company’s Affairs, 
I do think it the duty of every honeft man, 
to detect and expofe, as far as in his power, 
the falfities contained in that grofs libel, 
which was printed fome time ago as a pam- 
phlet, and is ftill publickly fold under the 
title of * the Ninth Report of the Select Cam- 
mittee,” and has been repeatedly advertifed 
as containing an account of the Hon. Warren 
Fiaftings, Efq. 


A CITIZEN. 
Broad-Street, 


Sept. 10, 1783. 


LETTERS, &&. 


LETTER I. 
Mr. Epiror, 


HAVE lately read two letters, addreffed 
to Mr. Burke, by a Major John Scott, 
and I find, upon enquiry, that this perfon is 
the agent of Mr. Haftings; and that Mr. 
Haftings has hitherto baffled every attempt 
made by Parliament, by Minifters, aad dy 
the Court of Directors, to remove him from 
the government of Bengal. I muft confefs to 
you, Mr, Editor, that I looked up to Mr. 
Burke, for many years, as to a fuperior being. 
—His eloquence, his learning, his philan- 
thropy, and his difintereftednefs, were unquef- 
tionable with a great majority of the nation, 
as well as with myfelf, His conduct in office 
laft 
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laft year, was not, however, quite upor a par 
with his former profeffions, and the eagernefs 
with whiek he hee purfued his own intereft, 
and the intereft of his relatiens, fince the me- 
morable and difgraceful coalition took place, 
has induced me te believe that Mr. Burke is at 
leaft as frail a mortal as myfelf. 


I know nothing of Mr. Haftings, and I 
believed Mr. Burke was aGtuated by the 
pureft motives, in oppofing that gentleman. 
He reprefented him as the author of the Ma- 
yatta war; the caufe of the invafion of the 
Carnatic , and, of all the fubfequent miferies 
amv diftreiies, to which that unhappy country 
has fo long been fubject. I was prefent too, 
in the gallery of the Houfe of Commons, 
when he fo folemnly pledged himfelf to God, 
the HRoufe of Commons, and his country, to 
prove Mr. Haftings a moft notorious delin- 
quent ; and when he faid the world would be 
aftonifhed at a Repoit he was foon to bring 
forwards. I was fo much affected, Mr.Editor, 
with Mr. Buike’s eloquent declamation, that 
I really wondered how any fet of men could 
be fo mad as to protect, for a moment, fuch a 
fhocking charatter as this Mr, Haftings ap- 

peared. 


( § ) 

peared to be. J watched with impatienee the 
publication of Mr, Burke’s Repart; I read ic 
with, attention, but without fiading proof of 
Mr. Haftings’ delinquency; though, to be 
fure, i¢ did appear ta me that he had carried 
the pawer of patronage to an wowarrantable 
extent, in ane inftance, as Mr. Burke fkated it. 
The appendix I had not then an opportunity 
of feeing, as it was not pubilifhed. 


When this Mr. Scott’s letters came out, I 
fent immediately to Sewell’s for the pam- 
phlet,; I read them, and I muft declare to 
you, Mr. Editor, if whut Major Scott ad 
vances is founded in truth, he has moft com- 
pletely exculpated Mr. Haftings; but if he 
has miftepretented any circumftance, I hope 
he will be punifhed wih the utmoft feverity 
of the law. One point I can vcuch for, that 
his quotations from the Appendix, which I 
have lately read, are very exact; andI with, 
Mr, Editor, the condué of his Majrfly’s mi- 
nifters wquld, at all times, bear fo fevere a 
fcrutiny as the conduct of Mr. Haftings has 
done, particulaily in the article of the expen- 
diture of public moncy. 


I really 


( 6) 

> E really ‘conceived, Mr. Editor, that M¥ 
Haftings had fent Mr. Scott to Eagidnd, with 
aiview of fecuridy “Kine -in' che poffeffion of 
the government of Beugal, - by manapement, “2 
word of extenfive fignification. but I find, 
wpon enquiry, that Mi. Haftiags -has m- 
watiably preffed for a-decifion, without ex- 
preffing much-folicitude as to what it’ may be; 
and thac Mr, Sdott’s fole obje& has been to 
defend the charaéter of Mr. Haftings from 
the-tmpyenerous attacks of men, who are eager~ 
ly waiting for appomtments to the Supreme 
Council of India. I find foo, upon enquiry, 
Mr. Editor, that fuch is the. opinion Mr. 
Haftings’s conftituents have of his abilities, 
integrity, and honor, (and the Proprietors of 
India Stock are as independent men as any 
in this kingdom) that although the late mi- 
nifters were again{ft him; although the Rock- 
ingham party, (formerly his firmeft friends} 
and thirteen Directors, including the Chair- 
man and his Deputy, were againft him, yet 
their united and ftrenuous endeavours, aided 
by Treafury letters, could only produce 
feventy-five votes, out of five hundred and 
four, for his difmiffion; four hundred and 
twenty-eight voting fer his continuance. A 

majority 
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majoricy fo corfiderable in his- favor, muft 
aeceffarily have had great weight, and-wilk i 
dare fay, iaduce every Memberof the Houfe 
of Commons to examine and judge for himfelé 
in future; and not, as I am afraid was the 
cafe laft year, depend upon the judgment, 
the integrity, and the impartiality of Mr. 
Edmund Burke. Let me ‘again obferve to 
you, Mr, Editor, that if Major Scott has 
dared to mifreprefent a fingle circumftance ia 
his letters, he ought to be profecuted with the 
utmoft feverity of the law; if he has not, 
what reparation can the author of the Ninth 
Report make, for wantonly traducing the 
character of an abfent man? 


Pe tees iber 
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LETTER it 


Mr, Epiror, 


THANK you for your {peedy infertion of 

a my letter of the 29th ult.—and I feel {o 
well pleafed with being in print, for the fr& 
time thefe fifty years, that I may perhaps 
trouble you in future. I affure you, Mr. 
Editor, my attention has been very ftrongly 
drawn to the Ninth Report of the Seleé&t Com- 
mittee,—Our Parliamentary orators have re- 
prefented Eaft Indians as litthe better than 
Devils upon earth, and 1 expected to find 
fome proofs of the delinquency of the man Mr. 
Burke defcribes, as the firft and mof notorious 
of thefe plunderers: I mean Mr. Hattings. 
There is but one accufation againft him in the 
Ninth Report, which appeared to bear hard 
dipon hin; and that is what { hinted at in my 
laft letter,—giving a contract to the fon of Mr, 
Sulivan, the late Chairman of the Coart of 
Diic- 
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tors; upon improper terms.—To be fire, Mr. 
Editor, if this could have been proved, it 
would have funk Mr. Flaftings i in the opinion 
of evety honé# man; but, to my furprize 
and fatisfaction, I find this tranfaction fo fully 
explained, fo completely juftified from au- 
thentic records (unlefs the Appendix deceives 
me) that every honeft man on our fide Tem- 
ple Bar, will pronounce Mr. Haftings exculs 
pated from the charge of wafting the publit 


money for private purpofes. 


' [have a very great refpeét, Mr. Editor; 
for our moft exceltent Confticution.—But 
do think it a misforturie, that it fhould be 
Rrittly conftitutional fer a Committee of the 
Fioufe of Commons to reprefent a man in 
high office, as.a-very bafe and unworthy cha- 
tacter, and then to iet the matter drop alto. 
gether ;—for in this Ninth Report m is ob- 
ferved, * That the Committee do not bring 
*t charges, though their Reports msy furnith 
“* matterfor charges.” And further, * That 
*“ they are not obliged to report ail they hear 
* or kaow upon a fubye&.”—* That, is at 
™ the diicretion of the party acctried, to Te- 

* ply, or not, hereafter."—Why, what a 

B doftrine 
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detrine is this, Mr. Editor? What hone 
man, in future, can fleep in peace in his bed, 
who has had any tranfactions with the public? 
He may be abufed and fcandalized, his cha- 
racter may be attacked, to anfwer a private 
purpofe, as was really the cafe with Mr. Su- 
livan and Sir William James ;—and, after all, 
a Secretary of State may get up in the Houfe, 
and fay, the determination of his innocence 
muft be poftponed toa future day ; by thefe 
means leaving the malicious part of mankind 
to draw conclufions of the guilt of gentlemen 
who were ready and eager to prove their in- 
nocence. Now in the cafe of Mr. Haftings, 
to be fure, any man who reads the Ninth Re- 
port, will think him guilty: bat let the fame 
man read the Appendix, and Mr. Scott’s let- 
ters, and he will pronounce, as Ido, that 


Mr. Ffaftings has been bafely, and fcanda. 
loufly treated. 


I have feen, Mr. Editor, in feveral of your 
papers, and indeed in other papers too, an 
account of the appointment of one William 
Burke, Efg; to the office of Receiver of the 
Balances due from the Company to the Crown 
in India. You haye been fg accurate as to 


fiate 
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fEate the different orders that were iffued from 
hence, and:the periods at which they were 
ifued. Still, however, this affair appeared 
to me fo extraordinary, that could not give 
credit to it. That a man, who like Mr. 
¥dmund Burke, had talked for many years 
of the neceffity of public ceconomy; who 
had even attacked the Civil Lift ; who inter- 
fered in the domeftic arrangements of our 
moit gracious Sovereign, God blefs him1 
who had braught in a bill to abolith fundry 
offices, by whch very many worthy families 
are reduc d to beggary and want: That fuch 
aman, Mr. Editor, fhould have .created an 
ufelefs office for his coufin, juit to put three 
thouland pound. a year into his pocket, and 
to take fo much from the ftite, was, to me, 
abfolutely incredible! IT ipoke to a brocher 
Citizen ycflerday, a very honeft, worthy man, 
why ts in tne DircGion. I afked him if it 
was tive, th.t William Burke, Efq, was ap- 
pointed Mr Edmund Burke’s Deputy in 
India; and if it was true that no fuch ap- 
pointient did exifl, in the time of that pro- 
tufe Min fter, Lord North, as Mr. Burke for- 
merly defcribed him? Hetold me, “ It cer- 
** rainly is fo; no fuch appointment did exift 

6 in 
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‘* in Lord Narth’s time. I have examined 
‘* the Records of the Company, andI {nd 
‘© that Wiliam Burke, Kg; was appointed, by 
the Lords of. tht Trealyry, Deputy to 
“© Kduund Burke, Efg; at the recommendation 
© of the faid Edmund Burke, Efq; and that 
* this appointment was notified to us by 
“* Richard Burke, E/g; a few days before the 
* death of the Marquis of Rockingham apd 
** IL can further tell you, my friend, that she 
*¢ appointment is worfe than ufelefs—it ig 
“© mifchjevous.”""—Really, Mr. Editor, I can 
find no inftance like this, af a waite of publig 
money for private pyrpofes, by Mr, Haftings, 


Broad-fireet, 
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A CITIZEN, 
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Mr. Eprror. 


Serious and attentive perufal of fome 

late publications, excited my curiofity 

jn a very preat degree, to be fully informed 
of the condué of our great men towards Mr. 
Flaftings, Amongft us old fafhioned folks 
in the city, he is aman, whofe extraordinary 
and perfevering character has attracted our 
particular attention. All people allow him 
to be a defpifer of money. I never heard 
of him foliciting a Peerage, or even the title 
of 2 Baronet of Great-Britain from any Mini- 
fter. He has neither family nor parliamentary 
intereft, nor has his agent Mr.Scott, attempt- 
ed to force himfelf into the Lower Houfe, 
that he may meet Mr. Burke upon equal 
terms. Our city oracles fay, that Mr. Haft- 
ings pofieffes very great abilities, with un- 
common application to bufinefs; and my 
worthy 
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worthy friend the Director, tells me, that 
even his enemies in the India-Houfe, allow 
him to be a found politician, an able ftatef- 
man, and a fkiJful financier. , He added, even 
the croakers, who would perfuade us all was 
Joft, have held down their heads abafhed and 
afhamed, fince we received the accounts of 
our late fucceffes, and the Merrata peace. I 
Jately afked a friend of mine, who has four 
votes, and great intercft in the Proprietary, 
what would have been the confzquence had 
Mr. Haftings been recalled in 1782? We 
fhould have loft India, he replied; a new 
Governor could not have raifed she fupplies, 
and our negociations with the Marratas muft 
have been fufpended. As you with to be dc- 
quainted with our politics in Leaceahall- 
ftreet, I will give you a fhort hiftory of them. 
When Lord North Said violent hands upon 
the Company, in 1773, Mr. Liaftings was the 
Governor of Bengal; it was thought pru- 
dent to continue him, but two Gentlemen 
powerfully connected, were fent out in the 
Council, and upon the breakirg out of the 
.difputes in Bengal, Lord North and his 
friends determined to remove Mr. Halftings ; 
they procured a majority of one vote 
among ft 
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amongft the Directors, feveral of whom en- 
joyed Government contracts, to fecond their 
views; but the Proprietors overfet the at- 
tempts of the Miniftry, and in this virtuous 
ftraggle, were even affifted by the Duke of 
Richmond, and all the good men of the 
Rockingham party, who ufed to fay in thofe 
days, that the Eait-India Company ought noe 
to be managed by John Robinfon. You and 
I, my friend, have lived to fee ftrange altera- 
tions, The two powerful men, General Cla- 
vering and Colonel Montion died ; then it 
was that Lord North fhewed a defire to fup- 
port Mr. Haftings; and tho’ he had taken 
much pains to :en.ove him, in 1776, yet in 
1780, and 1581, he was the very mai who 
propofed ae to be continued at the head of 
the Gevernment. See, my fricud, huw mat- 
ters are carned on in this filly country; for 
though Mr. Hait.ngs had committed no 
crime, yet his former friends, the Roching- 
hams, deferted him the momgnt Lord No:th 
took him up! Thus matters went on till 
March, 1782. You renember with what ad- 
vantages the Rockingham people then came 
in, and in how high a light many of us in 


the 
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the city held Edmend Burke, the panegyrift 
of that party. We wore tired of che Ameri- 
ean war, we heard of nothing bur defeats in 
iil quarters. Many of our friends were fo 
far impoicd upon, and ied away by the im- 
flammatory {pecehes of Mr. Fox and Mr. 
Berke, that we believed Lord North co be 
the mak extravagant, abandoned, and Aagiti- 
ows Minifter that this country bad ever been 
eurfed with. To be fune in chofe days, we 
tever thought thefe three men could kis and 
be friends in lefs than 2 year; fo ignorant 
we citizens are of high life!———We gave 
the new ment credit for every thing they did, 
and every thing they faid ; even Lord Rod- 
ney’s recal and Mr. Burke’s attack upon 
him, did sot excite the popular refentment ; 
what then could the friends of Mr, Hattings 
expedi? An abfent man; no family or par- 
Hiamentary inxereft; the falary of his office 
twenty-five thowfand pounds a year, a prof- 
pect opening of further removals; for Mr. 
Haftings once difpofed of, Mr. Hornby, Mr; 
“W heler, and’Mr.Macpherfon would foon have 
followed: The falaries of thefe Gentlemen 
amounting to fixty one thoefand pownds ¢ 
year, independent of the great power and 

patronage 
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pattonage annexed to their offices, Think 

my fri€d?Wwiat attedypratidn to the many 

riecly “dépendetits of our great men, who 

were themfelyes, moft of them, at leaft, in 

‘thé Gteatélt diftrefs, and th debt to every one 
fhat ‘would truft them! Such a profpe& was, 

ihdeed, enough to allure alrhoft every gamblet 

dt Brooks’s, to the ftandard of the Minifter. 

Two Committees fitting, the virtuous Ed- 

mund Burke, and the immaculate General 

Richard Smith, the leading ‘members of one 

of them. Popular prejudices ftrong; what 

then had the Miniftry to fear? Victory was 

fecure ; they had only to fix the mode of at- 

tack. To bé fure there were {ome members 
of the cabinet, to their eternal honor be it 

fpoken, who thought the long and faithful 

fervices of Mr. Haftings, his {pirit, and de- 

cifion duritig the war, his relief of the Car- 

hatic, and his wonderful exertions in every 

‘part, deferved a better return than a difgrace- 
ful and ignominious removal; but they were 

borne down by the weight of the Rockingham 

party, and compelled to fubmit. The teme- 

fity and prefumption of Mr. Haftings’s ene- 

nies did, what his great merits would ,not 

otherwife have enabled him to do: it left him 

: Cc to 
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to favé India. The Minifters ordered the’ 
Directors to do, what the Proprietors in the 
end would not permit them‘ to perform. If a 
Bill had been prodyced in May, 1782, Mr. 
Burke and his friends might have hurried it 
through in a month; but they had fo com- 
pletely filenced Lord North, who fcarcely ap- 
peared, except in defence of Mr. Rigby, that 
they did not conceive any body of men would 
be hardy enough to difpute their pleafure, 
when it came forth in the form of a vote of 
the Houfe of Commons. When this vote 
did pafs, though’ the fate of India depended 
upon the wifdom of it, there were fewer 
Members prefent, as our Epfom friend tells 
me, than generally attend a common Turn- 
pike Bill. Mr. Johnftone told them then, 
that the vote would be nugatory if the Com- 
pany differed from the Houfe in opinion, as 
to the merits of Mr. Haftings ; but Mr. Fox, 
and Mr. Burke, in the height of their power 
and populariy, treated this wholefome hint 
with difregard. ‘* Who dare difpute a vote 
“© of chis Houfe?” was the laconic reply, 
and the minifterial fiat was fent to the India 
Houfe, where thirteen Directors, including, 
the Chairs, were obedient to the mandate. But 

now 
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now was the time, my friend, fer Mr. Fox 
and Mr. Burke to find, that they were not 
quite fo powerful on this fide Temple-bar as 
at Weftminfter. The independent Proprietors 
who owed Mr. Haftings protedtiqgn and 
fupport, in return for long fervice, tried fi- 
delitys and found integrity, in difficult and 
tempting fituations, were determined to judge 
for themfelves. The refule you know. and in 
your next letter afk Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke, 
and the thirteen D.rectors of their party, 
if they do not think the Proprietors perform- 
ed good dervice to their country and the Eaft- 
India Company, when they preferved Mr. 
Haftings in the government of Bengal. 


Thefe, Mr. Editar, are my neighbour’s fen- 
timents, and his words, as nearly as I can re- 
collect them. ‘You fhall have my option in 
another letter, 


Brogd freet, 
Auge 43 1783> 


A CITIZEN. 


L E T T E RIV. 


Mr. Epiror, 


N reading Mr. Scott’s preface to his letters, 

I was a good deal ftruck, by the account 

he has given of Mr. Burke’s moving for 
papers of fo old a date as 1776, to be laid be- 
fore the Houfe of Commons, with « view of 
making the world fuppofe that Mr, Haftings 
had about that time been guilty of fome aét 
of delinquency, or at leaft that a difcovery 
of former mifdeeds had then been made. We 
all of us know, Mr. Editor, how fturdily 
Mr. Burke ftood up in the Houfe of Com- 
mons, in defence of two men, whom four 
great lawyers had thought proper objects of a 
public profecution, and whom the late mi- 
niftry had folemnly difmiffed from their of- 
fices. The reafons affigned by Mr. Burke, 
for refturing therm to their ftations were “ be- 
caufe delinquency had not been proved a- 


gain{t 
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ainft them,” and ** that it would be hard to 

yunifh men urconvicted of any crimes:?— 

Yow, Mr. Editor, it was natural for me to 

‘nquire particul rly what grounds Mr. Burke 

aad for fuppofing Mr. Haflings to be a de- 
linquent, nay, for afferting that he was one? 
Either the'e grounds muft be very ftiong, I 
faid to myfelf, o: Mr. Burke muft be a very 
bad man — for in one inftance he reftores men 
to refponfible cffices, aga'nft whom there 
were the ftrongeft iufpicions of mal-practices, 
and in another cafe, he pofitively pronounces 
a Gentleman in high office, a notorious de- 
linquent, p evious to his even calling for the 
proofs. Indeed, Mr. Ed tor, the proofs ought 
to be very ftrong td juflify Mr. Burke, in 
ufing fuch language. Mr. Scott has already 
detected the falie ftatement of the opinion of 
the feveral lawyers who were con{fulted, and 
he has proved from their own words, that in- 
ftead of advifing a profecution, as the Ninth 
Report ftates, they actually did the very re- 
verfe. In look.ng over the appendix, I was 
much ftruck with the opinion of John Smith 
of Drapers Hall, the Company’s Solicitor, 
a fhrewd, fenfible, long-headed man; and if 
he, Mr, Editor, gave fuch an opinion in 1776, 


ae 
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as I now copy from the Appendix to the 
Ninth Report, No. 111, A. wnat, I afk 
you, and through your means I defire to afk 
Mr. Burke, can any Member of Parliament 
make of thefe charges in the Aytuma or 
Winter of 1783? 


ee 


es 


¢ 


ce 


“© Upon the whole of this evidence, [ can- 
not bring myfelf to think, that there is 
fufficient ground for the Company to com- 
mence a fuit againft Mr. Hafiings, for re- 
covery of thofe fums to which my obfer- 
vations are confined ; I mean all the fums 
flated, except the lack and an half upon 
which the opinion of counfel has been 
taken. ‘The proof is exceedingly con- 
fufed ; but when I confider the eagernefs 
the majority of the council have fhewn to 
eftablifh thofe charges ; the extraordinary 
meafures they purfued for the purpofe, the 
very eafy mode of proving the facts if 
true; the very flender proof (if any that 
is given, the obfervation arifing upon the 
face of the proof, and the flat contra- 
diction of Muny Begum, thefe various 
circumftances, on my mind, amount al- 
moft to an abfolute convitiion, that the tory 

‘© cannot 
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“© cannot be true. Uf the fad had been true, 
*¢ the perfons mentioned by Nundcomar, as 
thofe through whofe hands the firft four 
‘“¢ articles were paid, might have been ex- 
* amined, and they muft have proved the 
“¢ fa&ts; but it does not appear, that any one 
“© of them was called upon, although moft 
“© of chem were refident in Calcutta. This 
* proof would have been eafy and certain ; 
« if any thing had been given for procuring 
‘¢ the Naibfhip for Goordafs, he muft have 
‘© known it ; but he was not afked a queftion 
* upon that fubject: The only witnefles 
“¢ that attempt any proof are Nundcomar, 
‘© and his fon in-law Goordafs, As to Nund- 
* comar, if his bad character was not too 
well eftublifhed, not to deferve credit, the 
* manner in which he tells this ftory would 
* deftroy his credit. In the outfet, he avows 
<¢ m.& ng thofe charges againit Mr. Haftings, 
only becaufe he feared complaints would 
be made againft himfelf, and becaufe he 
* was anory at Mr. Haftings fhewing difre- 
© fpect to him, and favour to others, He 
‘* ftates the money all to have been paid 
“ in Auguft, September, Oftober, and No- 
“ vember 1772; but the letter produced by 
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* him, ini confirmation of this ftory, is‘net 
* pretended to be received nll 1773, loag 
* after the payments are pretended to be 
* made; yet the letter imports the requeft of 
* a loan, to make a payment of One Hundred 
* Fhoufand Rupees, If Nundtomar had 
“ either paid or engaged to pay fuch large 
* fums for Muny Begum, no doubt ia the 
* letter, he is fuppofed to have written to her, 
‘© he would have informed her'of it. I can- 
** not help thinking that this letter was forg- 
‘* ed.” : 


Here, Mr. Editor, I have given you John 
Smith’s opinion. The fentiments of the 
counfellors were equally honorable for Mr. 
Haftings. The matter dropped ; yet at this 
diftance of time, Mr, Burke revives it. Ina- 
deed, indeed, Mr, Editor, thefe are fhame- 
ful proceedings. Is this to be one of the 
blefled effects of the coalition, that Lord 
North fhall affift Mr. Burke in the perfeca- 
tion of fo great a character as Mr. [aftings? 
J cannot think fo favorably of Lord North’s 
conduc as Mr. Scott does; but I venture to 
prophecy, Mr. Editor, that Edmund Burke 


will be as unfuccefsful in attacking the cha- 
racter 


+r 2 


( 25 ) 

raQier and honeft fame of Mr. Haftings, as 
he was in defending the men whom he re- 
ftored fome time ago to tlacir offices, 


When I fee foch fcandalous doings gong 
forward, I cannot foibear fpeaking out. If 1 
go to ’Change, to the London Tavern, or 
the Qucen’s Arms, I mect nothing but long 
faces: that we aie a ruined nation all men 
agree, and if Lord North, by Ins meafures, 
has not brought us to this fad pafs, Mr. Fox 
and Mr.Burke, by their oppofition, have done 
it. Who would have thought, Mr. Editor, 
that after fuch bitter enmity, thefe men could 
have joined, for no other purpofe than to 
fhare amongit themfelves, and their depend. 
ants, the little that is left! Here we fee 
Lord North with places for himielf, his fons, 
coufins, and others, to a great amount, Then 
again we behold Mr. Burke with places of 
old ftanding, or newly created, in thé pof- 
feffion of himfclf, his fon, brother, and cou- 
fins, to the enormous amount, as [ have feen 
in print, of 25,500], a year, Then again 
Mr. Fox with his connections at the Treafury, 
Admiralty, &c.—Thus dividing the patron- 
age of England amongft them, and not con- 

I) tence 
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tented with that, we have fren Mr. Burke 
attacking in a fhameful manner, (as every 
man in the city allows, even the few friends 
that are left to Edmund Burke allow it) a 
man, who amidft all the ftruggle for places 
and power in this abandoned country, has 
proceeded in a fpirited and honorable dif- 
charge of his duty, and has had ‘the Aory to 
fave India before he knew of the peace in 
Eurbpe: That Mr. Burke from interett, 
paffion, envy, and difappointment, fhould be. 
have as he has done, it is not to be wonder- 
ed at; but that Lord North fhould aét the 
part of Noll Bluff to this Sir Jofeph, is in- 
deed moft extraordinary ! 


A CITIZEN, 


Broad-fireet, 6th Arnaut 1783. 


LETTER 
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L E T T E R_ YV.« 


Mr, Epitor, 


Dined yefterday with a friend in Sutry, 
who has a feat in parliament, and in his 
parlour window lay ‘the roth report of the 
Sele Committee. ** What the duce!” ex- 
claimed I—‘* another report from that in- 
“ duftrious, impartial, and indefatigable bo- 
se dy !"— ** Yes,”’ replied the Member, ** and 
“© a very fevere one too.”—* I think quite 
“ the contrary,” faid my friend, the Pro- 
prietor, who was pre‘ent: “I have read 
it with attention, but can find nothing in 
it to the difadvantage of Mr. Haftings: it 
will douhtlefs be completely anfwered ; 
but as I have fome little knowledge of 
India matters, picked up by a conftant at- 
tendance at Genera] Courts, reading all 
India pamphlets, and having, for a Bengal 
; cor- 
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correfpondent, a very intelligent young man, 
my nephew William; I could not read the 
Tenth Report without putting the refle&tions, 
that occurred at the time, upon paper, aad 
they are at the fervice of my friend the < iti- 
zen, if he chufes to make them the fubject 
of his two next letters.” To be fure, 
Mr. Editor, I readily accepted his offer, and 
I hope the following accourit will be as ac- 
cl le to your numerous readers, as, I-con- 
feis to you, it was to me. 





‘Mr. Haftings has faid, and the truth 
* of the obfervation will ftrike every man who 
* attentively reads the Tenth Report, That. 
‘ there is no propofition which the wit of 
* man can devife, which the wit of man can- 
‘ not find planfible, and perhaps even juli 
* caufe of cemfure, by a falfe and partial re- 
* view of.it ; and I, of all men, may be al- 
* lowed to dread this treatment, after having 
* invariably experienced it in every inftance, 
© of any public life.’ 


The Tenth Report is in fact the .{psech 
made by General Richard Smith, at a Court 
af Broprietors, onthe 24th of Odtaber laft, 

enlarged 
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enlarged, and aniproved. [ remember the - 
General tetd as then, that thouzh we would 
net hear him, he would take care to be heard 
in another place; and I was prefent when he 
made his complant in Parliament, that he 
was interrupted by clamour by the Proprie- 
tors, though unluckily he forgot to ftate that 
he was heard for upwards of an hour with- 
great attehtion ; it is true, the Court would 
not patiently attend to a fecond Phglippic 
from him, on the fame day. The Report 
ftates what the General then fatd, that Mr. 
Haftings went up to Benares, with a view of 
getting fifty lacks of rupees, for the Com- 
pany, trom Cheyt Sing; but betng drfap- 
pointed, he perfuaded the Vizier to feize the 
treafures of his mother, for the Company’s 
fervice, under the pretence of his having Ie- 
vied troops for Cheyt Sing at the time of his 
revolt, through her eunuchs, Jewar Ally 
Cawn, and Behar Ally Cawn, The General 
tudicroufly compared thefe men, and. their 
efforts, to Pachierotti and Tenducci, exciting 
a revolt in London This is the outhine 
. of General Richard Smith’s fpeech on that 
' day of triumph for Mr. Haftings, and it is 
the outline of the Tenth Report too. Inthe 


Re- 
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Report, as in the {peech, there are many artful 
appeals to the paffions and prejudices of the 
moments but the fufpeted compiler of it has 
at Jaft talked himfelf out of all credit. In- 
deed his profeffions and his actions are proved 
to have been fo far at variance, that men will, 
in future, examine for themfelves, and not 
take for matter of fact, the fublime rapfodies 
of the perfon who protected two public de- 
faulters, and profecuted Lord Rodney and 
Mr. Haftings ;—who from being the calum- 
niator, is become the panygerift of Lord 
North,—and who earneftly recommending 
ceconomy when out of place, was the perfon 
to folicit the eftabliihment of a finecure 
office, when in place, for the emolument of 
a near relation. The people of England 
having, by fad misfortune, recovered their 
fober fenfes, and feeing how miferably they 
were difappointed when they trufted to the 
flowery profeffions of Mr. Burke, 
perhaps the following plain narration 
of authentic facts may now be oppofed, 
with fuccefs, to the {plendid mifreprefenta- 
tions contained in the Tenth Report I 
find, by my nephew William’s letters, that 
the late Vizier dicd in the month of 

January, 
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January, 1775, and that he w asfuppoled 
to leave behind him above two million 
fterling, in fpecie and jewels, befides other 
valuable effects.—— Thefe, as is the cuf- 
tom of the Eaft, were lodged for fecurity in 
the Zenana, or womens apartments ; and by 
that means fell into the hands of the Begum, 
the wife of the Vizier, When Affolph tl 
Dowlah fucceeded his father, he found a 
large army greatly in arrears, clamorous, and 
miutinous for want of pay, and he himfelf de- 
prived of his father’s treafures, which of right 
belonged to him, was unable to fatisfy their 
juft demands. The prefence of the Englifh 
army faved his life more than once. Fre- 
quent applications were made to the old 
woman, the mother of Affolph ul Dowlah, 
for his father’s treafures, but without fuccefs. 
In O&tober, 1775, Mr. John Briftow went to 
F yzabad, and he writes to the Supreme Coun- 
cil, Appendix, No.1, ‘ that in explaining 
“ particularly to the Begum, in writing, 
4 how impoffible it was for the Nabob to~ 
* conduct his government without further 
“ affiftance. I further infinuated to her, that 
“¢ the treafures fhe poffeffed, were‘ the trea- 
*< sures of the fate, as fhe had not fucceeded 


“* to 
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“ to them-by any egal right, and that they 
‘© pad been hoarded up ta prowide again? at 


S% eqnergency.”” 


After fome negociation, the old woman 
confented to pay thirty tacks of rupees, on 
condition Mr, Briftow would engage, on the 
part of the Company, that no further de- 
mands fhould be made upon ber.—Fhis he 
was obliged to confent to, without waiting for 
initradctions from the Supreme Council ; and 
they approved the meafure, fince it was abfor 
intely ncceHary.—~— T here were feveral dif- 
putes between the Begum’s Eunuchs and the 
Vizier’s Minifter, relative to the nature of the 
effects which were paid in part of the thirty 
lacks; and the Begum herfelf wrote a very 
violent letter to Mr. Haftings, on part of 
which Mr. Francis makes the following ob- 
fervation, “ I cannot conceive fhe (the Be- 
“* gum) has the leaft right to interfere in the 
** Nabob’s government. Ina country where 
‘* women are not allowed a free agency, in 
** the moft trifling domeftic affairs, it feems 
S* extraordinary that this lady fhould prefame 
“< totalk of appointing Minifters, and go- 
“ verning kingdoms. Upon the whola, I 

7 ““ look 
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* look upon tLe letter as not of her writing, 
* who probably cannot read, but as the cam- 
‘* pofition of fome of her fervants; perhaps 
*© of the Eunuch who brings it.” 


Aa 


The Begum’s complaints were fent to Mr. 
Briftow, and his obfervatiohs upon them will 
perhaps throw as much light upon the real 
character of the Begum, and her Eunuchs, as 
the committee’s recétions on Lieutenant Co- 
lone] Harpur’s evidence, who quitted Bengal 
ten years ago, and before the death of Sujah 
Dowlah, which event made the Eunuchs of 
confequence in Oude, 


Mr. Briftow fays, ‘* In making this com- 

‘“* plaint, the Begum forgets the improper 
“© conduct of her own fervants, who have hi- 
‘6 therto preferved a total independence of the 
“* Nabob’s authority, beat the officers of his go- 
** vernment, and refufed obedience to bis Pere- 
** qwannabs. The Begum’s Eunuchs did 
** induftrioufly fpread. reports of Murteza 
*« Cawn’s ill intentions, to break into the 
“© Zenana, and feize all the effects and money 
“ that could be found,—The Begum had 
** great intereft in the late Vizier’s time. 
E, “ Oa 
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« On the Nabob’s acceffion, he at once placed 
« the fole management in the hands of Mur- 
“ teza Cawn, which difguited both her and 
“ her adherents, particularly their Eanuchs, 
“© who bave their views in keeping the wealth in 
she Begum’s poffejion. The principal, Bahar 
“6 Ally Cawn enjoys ber entire confidence.” Mr. 
Briftow fends the Supreme Council, with thefe 
remarks, a letter from the Begum to him, 
which concludes thus, ‘* Caufe the 56 lacks 
“© to be reftored tome ; donot you then také 
© any part in the affair, and then let Affolph 
“ ul Dowla, and Murteza Cawn, in whatever 
“ manner they are able, take fums of money from 
“© me. They will then fee the confequences.” 


You fhall have the remainder of my 
friend’s remarks, Mr. Editor, in another 
letter. 


Bread-firect, 
fug. 10,1783. 


A CITIZEN. 
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LETT ER Vi, 


Mr, Eptror, 


Now fend you the remainder of my friend 
the Proprietor’s account. 


“© The agreement between the Vizier and 
his mother, to which Mr. Briftow, on the 
part of the Company, was guarantee, was ex- 
ecuted on the 15th of Oftober, 1775, but it 
was not until the 7th of July, 1776, that the 
paid the balance, or gave aflignments, and 
then the Vizier was obliged to fubmit toa 
confiderable deduction from the fum fpeci- 
fied in the original treaty. And Mr. Briftow 
obferved to the fupreme Council, ** the Be- 
«¢ Sum can make no great claim on the Com- 
‘* pany for protection, when Jbe berfelf bas in- 
“© fringed the conditions of the treaty, of which 
** shey were tbe guarantees.” In the fame let- 

ters 
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ter, <lated 3d of January, 1976, Mr. Briftow 
fays, “© How far fhe (the Beguim) may be 
‘* better affeéted to the Englith than the Na- 
“bob, I leave to the confideration of the 
*t Honorable Board, from the following fact. 
“© On the conclufion of the treaty betwéen 
** che Company and the Nabob, the Begum 
‘¢ blamed his Excellency very highly, and 
*¢ infifted on his not ceding Benares, offering 
*© of berfelf afum of money in lieu of it.”—» 
Mr. Briftow writes to the Begum in reply to 
a letter of complaint from her, ‘* With re- 
** fpeét to your Highnefs jaghiers, the Nabob 
‘* agrees to one method, which is, that you 
** give them up entirely, and inftead thereof 
*¢ receive a monthly ftipend, through the 
“¢ channel of any perfon you choofe to fix on; 


*t for the Nabob obferyed to me, ¢hat twa 
‘+ rulers were too much for one country. By 


“¢ this propofal, the Nabob is defirous ‘of pro- 
“ moting your Highne(s’ quiet, tranquillity, 
** and fatisfaction. ~The Nabob’ fays that in 
*¢ this cafe you will have no vexation, and 
** will conftantly receive your ftipend with- 
‘ out trouble.” 


This 
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This extract proves that the idea of re- 
fuming the Begum’s jaghier was entertained 
as early as a6 by the Vizier, and not, as is 
infinuated in the report, mentioned to him 


for the firft time in 1781, by Mr. Haftings. 


The Vizier however could not procure his 
mother’s confent, to accept an annual fum 
in heu of her jaghier, and her Eunuchs were 
in poffefion of very great power and influ- 
ence, till the time of Cheyt Sing’s revolt. Her 
aétivity in his behalf, is proved beyond the 
pofibility of a doubt—Her difaffection, and 
the intrigues of her Eunuchs were equally 
well proved. Was not Mr. Haftings, under 
fuch circumftances, ftrictly juftifiable in with- 
drawing our guarantee, and by that means 
enabling the Vizier to poffefs himfelf of thofe 
treafures which were his undoubted right, 
and which were to be applied to the preffing 
exigencies of the Eaft-India Company? 
tiowever pathetically Mr, Edmund Burke 
may talk of thefe matters, his pretended hu- 
manity will no longer deceive in the City ; 
and my nephew, William, affured me in one 
of his laft let.ers, that we owe thé preferva- 

tion 
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tion of India, to the confiderable fum of {e- 
ven hundred thoufand pounds, which we re- 
ceived from the Vizier in February 1782; 
that he could not haye paid this maney, ex- 
cept from the hoarded treafures of his de- 
ceafed father, and thafe ought to have been 
in his poffeffion many years ago, fince the 
Begum, had not the f{malleft right to retain 
them.——~T his is the true ftate of a tranf{- 
action, which the ingenuity of the compiler 
of the tenth report, has turned and twifted fo 
as to bewilder a man of common underftand- 
ing. An old lady immured by cuftom ina 
feraglio for life, was permitted by us, to re- 
tain a large treafure, the property of her 
fon; fhe employs this money, and her exten- 
five influence, in oppofition to the Britifh 
government—She is compelled in confe- 
quence to relinquifh the treafure— no further 
violence is offered, nor are her Eunuchs ill 
treated, though well deferving an exemplary 
punifhment. Leaft the term Eunuch fhould 
infpire my worthy fellow citizens with the 
idea of a poor, miferable, fqueaking, Italian 
ballad finger, I will copy an account of a 
difturbance excited by an Eunuch in Qude, 

. 
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as it was fent to me by my nephew Wil- 
liam, in 1776. 


Coje¢ Buffaun a complete Eunuch, was the 
favorite general of Sujah Dowlah, and very 
well known to General Smith and Sir Robert 
Barker. His influence at the court of Oude 
was confiderably leffened by the death of 
Sujah Dowlah, though he was continued by 
his fucceffor at the head of a large body 
of his forces, He was jealous of Murteza 
Cawn, the favorite minifter of Affolph ul 
Dowlah, and was fuppofed to have entered 
into engapements with Saudut Ally and the 
Begum, for the depofition of the Nabob, and 
the deftruétion of his minifter. In Decem- 
ber, 1775, Cojee Buffaun, according to a pre- 
concerted plan, invited the minifter, Murteza 
Cawn, to an etertainment with feveral of his 
principal friends. The Company drank hard, 
the dancing girls were called in, and, after a 
little time, Murteza Cawn, the prime mini- 
fter, was carried in a ftate of intoxication in- 
to another room, and there inhumanly mur- 
dered.— After perpetrating this hocking a¢t, 
Cojee Baffaun, with his fword drawn, ruthed 
into the prefence of the Vizier, and was ad- 
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vancing eowards his pesfop, scither to {cize 
-hien, oF to put him so degth,— Buffaun had 
drank hard himfelf, and betrayed {ych ftrong 
gmoarks ef coanfufion i his cayatesance, that 
she Vizier with great prefence of mind _— 
aut “ Will no one rid ape of this, traitor?" 
twenty fwords were drawa, aad ip an infta ot 
Cajee Buflaun was cut to pieces, . Saudut 
Adly fed with a few of his, confidential at- 
tendants, nor were the parties concerned. in 
the plot ever difcovered, fo far is clear, 
Murteza Cawn, the Vizier’s prime miniiter 
was murdered by the Eunuch, Cojee Buffaun, 
who was himfelf put to death by the Vizier’s 
attendants.—I relate this fact to prove that 
Eunuchs in India are bold, intriguing, and 
enterprifing men, nor was it right in General 
Smith to attempt to miflead us, by campar- 
ing them to Pachioretti and Tenducci; he 
knew better, though fome of us perhaps did 
not. 


In the tenth report there are fome remarks 
upon a tranfaction, which I thought could 
not be related to the difcredit of Mr. Haft- 
ings. He received a prefent of ten lacks of 


rupees from the Vizier and his minifters, and 
sold 
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zold the Company of ie: Hie received other 
prefs, to thé-amingar of nine ldcks more, 
making ‘ia aff one hundred and ninety thou- 
Tend pounds ferling. This large {am he hw 
gid into the Company’s treafury. He dobs 
not even touch a farthing of the intereft of 
it, inftcad of retaining the principal, which 
would have enabled hia: to vye with the 
gamblers at Brooks’s, to be ranked as a come 
patiion fer princes of the bleed royal of 
Fratee, an co have procured kimiclf and a 
few of his friends, feats ia a certain affembly, 
at the wext general eleftion, by bribery. Fhe 
compiler of the tenth reperc has had wit and 
ingenuity enough to find out that * when 
4‘ chefe faéts become known in India, it is to 
““ be Feared that the fervanss of the Company 
“will be inclined to lefien their reverence 
“and refpect fo cthofe acts of parliament 
“which were made to reftrain them impur- 
*< fuic of wealth ; and that they will be apt 
“ to reconcde to their own minds, any devia- 
*‘cion from a ftritt obedience, by quoting 
“‘ the example of the Governor-General, es 
““a rule by which they may guide their own 
** conduct 1° 
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{ conceive it impoffible that a tranfadtiog 
fs honorable to Mr. Haftings in every point 
of ‘view, Can opérate to the difadvantage of 
the ftate, urilefs indeed, the fervants of the 
Company feeing that a man who has ferved 
faithfully and honeftly for above three and 
thirty years; and when he has every teafon*e 
beheve his'fervice is drawing towards a clafe, 
candidly declares that he has: received prey 
fents tothe amount of one hundred and*ninety 
thoufand pounds, aad accounts to the public 
treafury for every fhilling of the principal 
and intereft; if fach a'ntan, inftead of receiv- 
ing from his conftituents a part of this fum, 
a life intereft in a part of it, or even the moft 
trifling mark of approbation, fhall have the 
mortification to be abufed for fo Gingular an 
act of difintereftednefs and integrity ; if this 
tranfaction fhall be mifreprefented without 
doors, and be the fubject of a parliamentary 
Report; if that Report fhall be prefented to 
the Houfe of Commons by a man who ferved 
in Bengal four years and feven months only, 
in a ftation inferior to Mr. Haftings, but who 
was permitted by the Court of Directors to 
retain a prefent to the amount of thirty-fix 

thoufand 


( 43 ) 

thoufand pounds, although he actually made 
the Company pay for all the prefents he 
made in his public character, to the amount 
of above fixteen thoufand pounds, and re- 
tained in his own hands thofe he received in 
retarn; if, I fay, the fervants of the Com- 
pany obferve, how unequally rewards, and 
commendations are conferred upon different 
men, as the fpirit of party, rather than that 
of juftice prevails; then, and then-only, can 
this honorable- a€t of the Governor-General 
operate to the difadvantage of the ftate, by in- 
ducing theCompany’s fervarits in India to be- 
lieve, that no rectitude of conduc can fcreen 
them from the malignant invedctives of par- 
ty malice, patriotic fpleen, and interefted 
mifreprefentation.”*:, 


Thefe, Mr.Editor, are my friend’s remarks, 
I will give you my homely fentiments in 
another Letter. 
Broad-freet, Auguft 11, 1783s 


A CITIZEN, 


EBETTER vfft 


Mr. Enrrox, 


¥ good friend and svighboer, the 
Proprietor, called upen me laf nighr, 
with fome forther remarks upon the Fenth 
Repors, which F now tranicrite, not doubs- 
ing but that yoo and your Readers will be 
amufed atid inftrudted-by them, 





‘¢ I cannot help noticing a very curions af 
fertion contained in the Tenth Report: 
« That the decifion of the Court of Direc- 
tors, as to the ten leoks of Rupees given by 
the Vizier and his: Minifter to Mr. blaftings 
was very unjuft.” It appears to me that 
thefe five or fix virtuous Reporters (not pof- 
ieffing among them a fhilling of property in 
Tndia-ftock) would perfuade the Court of Di- 
rectors to return this money, becaufe they re- 
prefent the Vizier to be a vaffal of the Com- 

pany’s 
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pany’s. Surely neither the Chairman, Sir 
Fienry Fletcher, nor any of the Directors, will 

permit one or two men behiad the curtain to 

manage the affairs of the Eaft-India Com- 

pity.” If any perfon fhouid propate, either 
in a Court of Directors, or in a Committee 

of Correfpondence, to fend erders 40 the 
Governor-General and Council, 00 pay back 
thefe ten lacks of Rupees to the Vizier, we 
fhoukt be at no le& te geek from what quar- 
ter that perfon, bringing forward fudh.a pro- 

pofition; was advifed and disedted; but 
fhould a fiogle Diredtor adopt the ideas of 

the Seje& Committe, after having given or- 
ders feveral months ago upon the fubjett, 
which were highly proper (becauf they do 
not preclude the Eaft-India Company from 
rewarding hereafter the important fervices of 
Mr. Haftings) I hope there will be frmnefs 
‘enough in a majority of the Direétors to re- 
§it the propofition. If we are to adopt this 

wild idea of Mr. Burke, ct us aé& confiftent- 
ly, That gentleman’s humanity is fo fub- 
fervient to his party views, that from him 
“partial juftice only can be expected: burt let 
me afk General Richard Smith, if the Em- 
peror Shaw Allum, the King of the world, 
7 Was 
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was not a vaffal of theCompany, and as poot 
as any king upon earth, when the General, ac- 
cepted prefents from him? Why not require 
the General to return them all? I believe the. 
cafh would be very acceptable to his, Mq« 
jefty, for my nephew William, writés me, 
that from the time he quitted the Englith, 
he has fuffered the greateft diftrefs, Why 
not order the Company to pay his arrears of 
tribpte, for we have fome patriots amongft us, 
who fay we had no right to withhold it? 
Why not pay back to the poor diftreffed 
unhappy Nabob of Arcot, fome of the mo- 
ney that the Company has taken from him ? 
and why not call upon many Englith gentle- 
men to refund the prefents they have received 
from him? Let us, for God’s fake, be a- 
mufed with no more of thefe rapfodies ; 
Mr. Haftings is not a man to make ufe of 
unfair means to procure prefents to himfelf ; 
he has too much fpirit, and too great a difre- 
gard for money to obtain it by improper 
means; #f the Company thinks proper to 
retain every fhilling of the money received, 
amounting to 190,000. for their own ule, 
let them do it; they have aright to it; but 


let not the ingenuity of Edmund Burke per- 
fuade 
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fiiade the Chairman or any other Dire@tor of 
his party, that we fhall be difrraced, if we 
do not pay to the Vizier and his Miuifter, the 
ten lacks of Rupces which they gave to Mr. 
Haftings in September, 1781. I believe there 
iS not a more diftreffled Prince in India, than 
the Raja of Tanjore; why not call upon the 
family of the Burkes to refund all that they 
have received from him? and, to conrplete 
with equity, this fyftem of reformation, let 
us fend tranfports from this -country, let us 
embark every Englifhman in India, and let 
us in future appear there in the character of 
traders only. Jf we are not already fick of 
the Utopian fchemes of Edmund Burke, let 
us give the world a fure proof of aur meder- 
ation, Having lot America, let us abandon 
India. I remember the time when General 
Richard Smith poffeffed a very large pro- 
perty in Indta-ftock, and when he wifhed to 
be thought the protector of the rights of the 
Eait-India Company. He has now fold out 
even his fingle vote, has declared we are not 
folvent, and has exerted himfelf by every 
poffible means in his power, both in and out 
of Parliament, to remove Mr. Haftings.— 

Surely 
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Surely, neither Mr. Fox, or any other Mi- 
nifter will think af de§iring the Direors to 
employ a perfon in future, who has been f 
hoftile to ws.” 


Flere, Mr. Editor, I have given you my 
friend’s account at length.—I am a blunt 
citizen, but in my opinion it is yery, curious 
that the Select Committee fhould fix upon 
Mr. Haftings’s prefents as the only ones that 
eught to be returned. To be fure, Mr. 
Editor, it is very generous of Mr. Burke and 
General Smith, to difpofe of other people’s 
money as they do, i wih I could fte them 
give up a little of their own with all my 
heart: a plain man like me muit wonder 
how this money bufinefs can be a proper ob- 
ject of enquiry for a Committee inftructed to 
enquire into the fiate of the judicature in Bengal, 
and how the Britih poffefiows in India may be 
beft governed,” T he Court of Proprietors 
are much obliged to thefe gentlemen for theic 
laudable zeal, and I hope, in return, they 
will appoine William Burke, Efq, the Tan- 
jore agent, a Supreme Counfellor ; and Ge- 
neral Smith, to the government of Bombay. 





As 
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As you may not hear from me again fora 
month or two, Mr. Editor, I cannot avoid 
copying, for the edification of your readers, a 
few lines from a very extraordinaty book juft 
publifhed, entitled, Ze Life of Mr. Fox,— 
** But the public was peculiarly charmed and 
© ftruck with admiration, by the generous 
st and difinterefted patriotifm of Mr. Burke, 
“ &c. Bc. &c.”"—I will not furfeit you by a 
longer extract, but I wifh to knew if Ed- 
mund Burke’s coalitior with Lord North, 
and fecuring to himfelf and his family 24,500). 
a year, are proofs either of difintereftednefs or 
patriotifm ?——~-If by the Public, the writer 
means the Citizens of London, or the People 
of England, I believe, Mr. Editor, they deem 
all Patriots in the Miniftry, men of words and 
not of deeds, having been fo grofsly duped 
and deceived by the very beft of them, 
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Ricut Honouraste_ Sir, 


Waite the iron claw of minifterial en- 
croachment is ftretched out over the delegated 
powers, the chartered Rights, the very corpo- 
rate exiftence of all public bodies in this king- 
dom, while an univerfal alarm for the /afety of 
our admirable Conftitution, and for the effential 
Liberties of Britons fits pallid upon every counte- 
nance, and trembles upon every tongue, it is 
become my peculiar and unavoidable province to 
excite (if I can) a momentary attention to /ubor- 
dinate concerns, to fet up a feparate plea of my 

B own, 
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own, on account of my immediate principal ; and 
while the caufe of Mr. Haftings goes hand in 
hand with that of the public, I cannot tamely 
fuffer the animadverfions unmeritedly caft upon 
him, to operate, (as it is meant they fhould,) to 
the annihilation of the Eaft India Company, to 
the perpetuation of your afcendancy, and to the 
eftablifhment of corruption dy Law. It is indeed 
very extraordinary, that while all your Argu- 
ment in fupport of your prefent Bill is fo palpa- 
bly perfonal, fo pointedly harfh againft the Go- 
vernor General of Bengal, you fhould call re- 
peatedly upon the Houfe to leave the defence of 
Mr. Haftings out of the queftion. Nothing can 
exceed your Artifice, but the plaufibility by 
which it is mafked—You bring in a Bill for a 
Reform of the Eaft India Company—In fupport 
of the neceffity of that Reform, You adduce va- 
rious fpecific abufes faid to exift in India, and 
You charge thofe abufes feparately and collectively 
to Mr. Haftings. You then infinuate fomething 
of corrupt influence acquired by that gentleman, 
even on a part of the Legiflature: and having 
with wonderful management engrafted the Com- 
pany’s difficulties on 4és conduct, You in the fame 
é breath 
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breath difclaim all hoftile intentions towards dim s 
You infift-that oppofition fhould generalize the 
whole of its reply: You would banifh even the 
name of Haftings from the other fide of the 
Houfe, and after pronouncing your own harangue, 
You would arbitrarily dictate the meafure and 
the terms of the anfwer. 


In faét, therefore, becaufe gentlemen are un- 
willing to lie under the obloquy (however unjuft) 
of intriguing in favour of a man, whom You pro- 
fefs not to attack, (even while you are ftabbing 
him to the heart) all the principal topics of this 
grand queftion muft neceffarily pafs untouched. 
Even the public prints are inftructed to ftile all 
the virtuous members, who from any caufe what- 
ever oppofe your bill, ‘* The partizans of Mr. 
Haftings:” when it is obvious, that the line of 
your attack is and muft be the clue to their re- 
tort; when it is moft notorious, that nothing but 
the impoffibilicy of throwing any light upon the 
fubject, as ftated by You, without a reference to 
the meafures of Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration, 
could have overpowered their reluctance to ad- 
mit any perfonalities whatfoever in a debate of 
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fuch general, of fuch national importance. But 
that which in every other man in the kingdom 
mipht be mifreprefented as proceeding from par- 
tial or improper motives, and which, if it could 
not be proved corrupt, would at leaft be branded 
as oficious, is in me the plain fimple outline of 
duty to my employer, the immediate function of 
my appointment. I am not fit, Sir, to cope with 
Your talents: and it is in full fenfe of my own in- 
fignificance that I venture my appeal to the public 
againit a Minifter of State. 


But as the whole fcope of your reafoning turns 
equally upon two points, the pecuniary diftrefs of 
the Company at home, and the inftant calamities 
arifing from the mifconduct of Mr. Haftings 
abroad, I know not why in one cafe the Com- 
pany’s property fhould be under-rated or frittered 
away at your pleafure, to exhibit an artificial 
bankruptcy; nor in the other, why a manifett 
mis-{tatement of our political fituation in India 
fhould be at all events admitted, becaufe an im- 
partial and more comfortable account would ne- 
ceffarily incftsde fome portion of Mr. Haftings’s 
merits, I have avowed myfelf, Sir, as Mr. 

Hattings’s 
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Haftings’s political agent: but it is not only in 
that capacity that I have now the honour to ad- 
drefs you; Iam alfo @ Proprietor of India feck: 
My property, my bread is involved in the confe- 
quences of your bill, together with that of many 
hundreds; My privileges, as holden under a 
royal charter, my rights, as fanctioned by the 
faith of Parliament, are attacked in common 
with thofe of every member of every corporation 
in England. I examine your bill not with the 
calm criticifm of a fpeculative reafoner, not with the 
difpaffionate eye of an unconcerned fpeétator, but 
with the breathlefs curiofity of home-felt alarm, but 
with the trembling calculation of perfonal intereft. 
Would to God the contents of Your bill for veft- 
ing the affairs of the Eaft-India Company in the 
hands of certain Commiffioners had anfwered my 
expeCtations, and the flattering promifes of the 
title, in difclofing fomething that would be for the 
benefit of the Proprietors and the Public !—But 
neither in the billitfelf, nor in any of Your fpeeches 
on the fubject, have I been able to difcover a fin- 
gle item from which I can promife to mylelf any 
benefit as a Proprietor:—nor indeed can I divine, 
how a forcible transfer of the whole concerns of 

a com- 
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# commercial body from the hands of twenty-four 
Directors (moftly bred in commercial habits) to 
thofe of feven Commiffioners (of whom the greater 
part moft certainly were never inftructed in buti 
nefs at all) fhould ever have paffed upon the pué- 
lic, as a probable mode of rendering thofe co:- 
cerns more productive. 


Profit is the life of commerce; and my ftock is 
ftaked upon the Company’s commerce. What is 
it to me, that the Company’s books be better 
kept, that the compting-houfe be more decently 
arranged, that the fhop-men be more ingenioufly 
diftributed, by your new bill, and under your Com- 
miffioners, if its ¢rade produce no additional gain? 
Had you pointed out new fources of wealth, new 
channels for commerce, new markets for our com- 
modities, you would have been defervedly hailed 
as the friend, as the faviour of the Company. But 
is there any thing like this in your Bill? on the 
contrary, whenever the prefent fervants of the 
Company come forward with their eftimates fairly 
drawn up, and ftate to the public the different 
objects on which they found their expectations of 
the Company’s future refponfibility, and the vari- 

I ous 
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ous articles, which while they form the credit-fide 
of their account, comprehend their whole and ulti- 
mate means of folvency—You with emphatical in- 
duiuy attempt to deny and invalidate them all— 
You affect to prove, and you lay your whole 
firefs on proving, that under every pofture of 
events the Company is and muft neceffarily be- 
come bankrupt for eight millions—yet you would 
flatter me with hopes of deriving benefit from the 
appointment of your Commiffioners. If a bank- 
ruptcy muft enfue, I, as a creditor, do not mean 
to refign my right of becoming a truftee for ma 
nagement and recovery of the bankrupts effects. 
Men are always moft quick-fighted in their own 
immediate concerns: and you may be affured that 
no ftockolder will rifk (if he can help it) the lofs 
of his ftock. It cannot poffibly therefore be for 
the benefit of the Proprietors, that feven Com- 
miffioners fhould be appointed to manage their 
concerris, who (not poffeffing nor being bound to 
poffefs a farthing of ftock) would not lofe a fingle 
farthing by the Company’s ruin. But at the very 
moment in which you declare the Company to be 
bankrupt in eight millions, you would fet afide that 
property which is ftated on the credit-fide of its ac- 
count: as if a bankrupt’s eftate could be accurate- 

ly 
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fy exhibited, without a compleat ¢numeratian of- 
the feveral articles which compofe that eftate. To 
me, as a Proprietor, who on the Company's bank- * 
ruptcy can only look to the reimburfement of my 
capital — it is perfectly indifferent whether the 
Company’s effects be fold by auction, or feized by 
your Commiffioners — provided their true and 
intrinfic value be fairly brought to account: But 
it is a new refinement in commerce, that your 
feven Bailiffs fhould come exprefsly by act of 
Parliament, ‘‘ issmediately to enter in and upon, and 
“ to poffe/s themfelues of all lands and tenements, 
“ boufes, wareboufes, and other buildings whatever, 
« of or belonging to the faid United Company,” 
and that the faid Company fhould not be per- 
mitted to charge the authentic valuation of thofe 
lands, &c. in accountcurrent with its own creditors. 
I repeatit, that all the Jenefiz which you offer me 
as a Proprietor, is the fallacious benefit of Parli- 
amentary fecurity for my dividend of 8 per cent. 
fallacious-—becaufe if the Company’s affairs be 
not defperate, I am entitled to that dividend with« 
out your interference: and becaufe, if the Com- 
merce cannot afford to pay the dividend, I am 
one of the public who muft be affefled my pro- 
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portion to make up the deficiency of my own 
dividend as a Proprietor. How then will your 
bill in any light denefit the public? By an appro- 
priation of the revenues of India to the national 
exigencies. But how will you render thofe reve- 
nues productive here? You cannot remit them in 
{pecie : for that would impoverifh the Colonies an 
hundred-fold fafter than it would enrich this coun- 
try. You cannot import them through the me- 
dium of commerce, unlefs you find a new vent 
and increafed confumption for its commodities : 
which if the commercial fagacity of the prefent 
managers cannot difcover and turn to account, I 
muft doubt if it be within the power of your po- 
litical penetration to fuggeft ; you can only fhift 
it to your own—Friends. [I am indeed utterly 
loft in tracing to fubftantial exiftence any one arti- 
cle by which you can hold out the profpect of dene- 
St to the public. The items of the Company's 
credit you in general depreciate : Its houfes, ware- 
houfes, &c. you ftrike off from the account; the 
debts due from the Vizier of Oude, from the Na- 
bob of the Carnatic and the Rajah of Tanjore, 
you would incline to pay from our finking fund, 
rather than fuffer them to be gradually liquidated 
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on the fpot ; and all that can poffibly be deemed 
of advantage to the public, is the difference be- 
tween 4,200,000]. fterling lent to Government 
(as ferling) by the Eaft-India Company, and the 
prefent value of the 3 per cents, which this very 
bill has already tended to reduce. 


But how much foever the pud/ic might abftract- 
edly be benefited by the new plan, it will moft afe 
fured be injured in a much greater degree by the 
blow thereby given to all public credit. Char- 
ters, which not long ago were held as the ftrongeft 
ties upon the juftice of the Legiflature, as the 
moft facred fecurity upon earth, are now to be 
infringed —- openly, avowedly, in the face of 
God and man, oftentatioufly infringed. Former 
violations (which in truth and reafon exaggerate 
the crime) are triumphantly pleaded in defence of 
fubfequent violation. “ The act of 1773 was a 
‘* violation of the charter, thofe of 1779 and 
* 3780 were equally fo;” and the neceffity of 
the meafure (of which neceffity neither the Cabi- 
net, nor the Parliament, nor the nation, could, 
perhaps, ever form a decifive idea) was the wat- 
sant of its execution, I believe, however, that 

the 
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the prefent is the firft inftance in which fo problé~ 
matic a necefity was ever produced in the Houfe 
of Commons as a perfuafive for a breach of par- ° 
liamentary faith, anda previous abfolution of na- 
tional perfidy. Such was not the oftenfible doc- 
trine of oppofition to the India bills, formerly 
brought in by a noble Lord now high in office. 
Such political neceffity was never admitted by the 
ftrenuous patriots of that day, as a valid apology 
for {uch turpitude ; and none but themfelves could 
have fet up as precedents for their own conduét, 
thofe tyrannical and unjuftifiable meafures, which 
themfelves had fo repeatedly and fo forcibly ex- 
pofed. 


Let me now, Sir, humbly requeft your atten- 
. tion to the cafe of Mr. Haftings: much has been 
faid, and much more infinuated againft that gentle- 
man’s influence in the Houfe of Commons, as 
well asin the Court of Proprietors; and sbis in- 
fruence is attributed to money. The perfonal friends 
Mr. Haftings may have in either place, are pro- 
portionate to the very flender opportunities he has, 
ever enjoyed of cultivating friendfhips in his own 
country. Thofe independent characters who ho- 
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nout him as Governor General with their fupport, 
give it upon public grounds: and I am fure they 
need not blufh to avow their motives. Unintelli- 
gible, Sir, as the language I am now about to 
ufe, may appear to you, I do not hefitate to af- 
firm, that Mr. Haftings has a fonl that would 
ftarcle at the very fuggeftion of fuch a fcandalous 
traffic, that would re-gorge at the naufeous influ- 
ence that could be put up to fale. I now pledge 
myfelf to take my oath (whenever called upon) 
at the bar of the Houfe, that Mr. Haftings has 
never, to my knowledge, expended one hhilling, 
direCtly or indirectly, in the purchafe of any in- 
fluence at all; not even of a drop of ink, but 
what I have paid for to the prefs: and that if it 
wilh tend to undeceive the public with refpec& 
to the mode by which his character has been eftab- 
lithed in this country, I am ready to deliver in 
spon oath to the Houfe of Commons, my accounts 
for every farthing difburfed by me, as his agent, 
and chargeable to his eftate, up to the prefent 
day. I will add, that being his political agent 
only, I am not entrufted with the receipt and dif 
pofal of his private property; but that the gentle- 
mea .whom le has appointed to execute that 
as charge 
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charge (Sir Francis Sykes, Mr. Waller, and Mr. 
Woodman) are alfo prepared at any time to lay 
before the public, a full and accurate account 
current, of the whole fortune (in England) of 
their principal, with every article of expenditure, 
fince the firft inftant of their management. Mr. 
Haftings’s fortune as much precludes him from 
the power, as his principles eftrange him from 
the with of recurring to fuch iniquitous means of 
fupport. It is the influence of meritorious fer- 
vices, operating on the public opinion, and se- 
thing eife, that has enabled him to withftand fo 
many parties, and fo many Minifters; an influ- 
ence, which as bribes did not collect, you find it 
out of the power of bribery to difpel. 


In Your endeavours to eftablifh the neceffity of 
‘Your new Bill on the mifmanagement of the 
Company’s affairs in Afia, You have felected a 
number of occurrences more or lefs connected 
with the Governor General’s Adminiftration 5 
And by a happy confufion of dates, of circum- 
ftances and of perfons, have at once thrown a 
very undeferved odium upon him, and drawn a 
moft unfair and diftorted pidure of the fate of 

I India. 
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India—And here I cannot byt feel with double 
anxiety the mortifying difproportion of my pow 
ers to the magnitude, to the celebrity of my fub-° 
jeét: and how can I comprize an epitome of Mr. 
Haftings’s Government for twelve years, and a 
conneéted account of the prefent fituation of our 
fettlements—within the narrow boundaries of a 
few pages? much more, Sir, how fhall I venture 
to exhibit in its native purity, that canvas which 
your mafterly colouring has fo effectually dif- 
guifed >—You will, I truft, pardon my prefump- 
tion, for this effort of duty, and my incapacity, 
for the faintnefs of the fketch I fhall produce. 


Mr. Haftings arrived in Bengal as Prefident 
and Governor of Fort William in 1772. His 
plan was that of peace, his fyftem was that of 
ceconomy, his views were thofe of internal reform. 
On the inftant of his taking the chair, our Fron- 
tier Brigade was marching to affift the Vizier 
Sujah Dowjah at the very extremity of the Rohilla. 
Country, on the requifition of Sir Robert Barker,’ 
then Commander in Chief, and without previous 
communication with the Prefidency. Mr. Hal-, 
tings inftantly iffued orders for the return of the 

brigade 
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Brigade—and the greateft part of it aftually re- 
turned to its cantonments at Dinapore—Does this 
argue an inordinate thirft for conqueft, an unjufti- 
fiable ambition to extend our dominions? Three 
battalions, however, belonging to the brigade 
had pufhed forward with fuch rapidity as to ef- 
cape the countermanding order : they joined Sujah 
Dowla, and put a ftop to the incurfions of the 
Marattas. The march of the remainder of the 
brigade next feafon, the junction of the whole 
body with the Vizier, entitled him to forty lacs 
of rupees, which the Rohillas had bound them- 
felves by treaty, under the guarantee of Sir Robert 
Barker, to pay the Vizier as the price of their de- 
fence. This very money was the caufe of the 
Rohilla war, which you have once again called 
up to condemnation. The Company’s Com- 
mander in Chief had pledged himfelf to the Vi- 
zier for the performance of the treaty, and it was 
therefore mot unjuff that the Company’s troops 
fhould enforce its articles on thofe whom that very 
Commander in Chief had ftyled in his letters to 
the Governor and Council ‘* The moft faithlefs 
and treacherous of men.” On this ftate of 
the cafe, it would hardly have been decent in 
Mr. 
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Mr. fisffings to with-hold the Company's 
aid; but while he facrificed his own pacific 
fyftem to the fupport of that guarantee granted 
by Sir Roberc Barker, he at the fame time 
effentially confulted the interefts of his employers, 
by ftipulating thac the Vizier thould pay the whole 
expence of the troops furnifhed for his affiftance: 
and thus removed the grand political objection to 
the employment of our forces on diftant fervice, 
while their fupport had been hitherto conftantly 
remitted in {pecte, to the great impoverifhment of 
our own provinces. The Rohilla war, therefore, 
arofe from ¢beir breach of that treaty of which 
we were guarantees; and the Rohillas, a tribe of 
Afghan Tartars, who had invaded, fubdued, and 
fettled in the province of Rohilcund not forty 
years before, were forced to relinquifh their ill- 
gotten conquefts. The Genti natives, the Abo- 
ripines of the country, continued in the peaceable 
exercife of agriculture and of their feveéral trades 
during that war, and continue there to this day. 
They were before fubjefts to the Rohilla Chiefs, 
and they are now fubjects to the Wabob Vizier: 
and the one has at leaft as good.a claim ae the 
others. But as the effects of that war have no 

longer 
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fonger any influence upon the mafs of Indian | 
politics, a mention of it was by no means necefi- 
ary of pertinent in a detail of the prefent ftate of 
India. And if it be true, that the principle of 
that war was condemned by the Court of Direc- 
tors and Proprietors in 1775, it is alfo true, that 
in 1779 and 1780 Lord North, with this condem- 
nation before his eyes, twice propofed in Parlia- 
ment, the man to whom that war had been gene- 
rally (I will not add ju/ly) imputed, for Governor 
General of Bengal-—Mr. Haftings had been found 
fo able in other refpects, fo ufeful a fervant to the 
Company, fo meritorious a fubje&t to the Crown, 
that the fingle demerit of the Rohilla war was of no 
weight in the oppofite fcale; a reference, therefore, 
to that war at this diftant period, can never imprefs 
the public with an opinion of your candour—can 
never influence, now that the fubject is fo remote ; 
can only be intended to ftifle cool argument, by 
an appeal to the paffions: an affecting picture of 
the calamities of any war, fince or before that of 
Troy, would have ferved juft as well. 


It is Mr. Haftings’s peculiar misfortune, that 
being moft zealoufly attached to the arts and to 
: D the 
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the enjoyments of peace, he has been undet an 
almoft conftant neceflity of engaging in involun- 
tary hoftilities. You loudly blame him for the 
Maratta war, and yet you know it originated at 
Bombay in 1776. You know that it was fuf- 
fpended, rather than concluded by the treaty of 
Poorunder, and that upon a difpaffionate revifion 
of the recrimination of each party, it may yet be 
doubted whether we or the Marattas were the firft 
agerefiors in its renewal. But at all events you 
muft allow, that the treaty of Poorunder, in the 
loofe indefinite ftyle of its articles, contained the 
feeds of future difpute; that the Prefidency of 
Bombay, the Governor General of Bengal, and 
the Court of Diretors, equally reprobated its 
terms, and that the Company’s fervants were in 
general encouraged to feize the firft decent plea 
for not abiding by it. After all, it was incum- 
bent on Mr. Haftings to counteract the intrigues 
of the French agents at Poonah. Pofitive intel- 
ligence, and that from the higheft authority of 
this country, aflured him, both of the exiftence 
and of the danger of thofe intrigues, and his ex- 
ertions on that occafion were no lefs approved by 
his Majcfty’s Minifters, than by the Court of 

Directors. 
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Dire&tors. But you now criminate the Governor 
General as author of the renewal of the hoftilities, 
for not confenting to the ceffion of Salfette in 
17793 yet you are not to be informed that Bom- 
bay derives its immediate fupport, its daily bread” 
from that ifland, and that the Company were 
anxious to rifk almoft any thing, or every thing 
on that fide of India, for its acquifition. I repeat 
it again and again, Mr. Haftings was not the au- 
thor of that war, he was not the promoter of it; 
but be bas an exclufive merit in the Maratta peace; 
in that peace which, by his efforts, has been rati- 
fied upon honourable terms to the Company, 
when I would ftake my exiftence on the belief, 
that no other man could have procured any peace 
at all: In that peace, which an apoftate to his 
duty in the Company’s fervice, an interefted con- 
vert to the principles of your new bill, has infidi- 
oufly afferted to have been purchafed by the in- 
glorious facrifice of Broach, worth 16 lacks of 
rupees per annum. Let him cloak his iniquity, 
and palliate his mifreprefentations as he may, but I 
here tell him from the records at the India houfe, 
that the territory of Broach produced, of nett 


revenue, 
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In 1779, —- -~ 270,000 rupecs 
In 1780, —_— = 240,000 
Int78t, — = 77,000 
,and he knows that fix-tenths of this fum was 
ceded to the Marattas, wmexceptionably and by 
treaty, and Scindia’s guarantee is furely more than 
a counterbalance for the reft. 


You, Sir, have objected to the Maratta treaty, 
on very different grounds—on grounds, which 
while I cannot acknowledge them to convey the 
{malleft refletion on Mr. Haftings’s politics, at 
leaft do not difcredit your underftanding nor im- 
peach your veracity: Your have objected to it, of 
the danger of its eventually provoking frefh hof- 
tilities with France, by the poffibility of our 
junétion with the Pefhwa in protraction of the 
war againft Tippo Saib on the {pirit of the ninth 
article of the treaty. It was prudence, it was po- 
licy, it was neceffity that dictated the terms of 
this article, and at any other moment you would 
have been the firft to applaud it. At the figning 
of the preliminaries, as late as the ratification of 
the definitive treaty with the Marattas, we were 
at war equally wich the French and with Tippoo 

Saib 
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Saib — It was impoffible for Mr. Haftings to fote- 
fee nnd provide for the articles of a peace to. be 
fettled among the belligerent powers of Europe. 
We hed an undoubted right of reprifals on the 
Myfore country for the devaftation caufed by Hy- 
der Ally inthe Carnatic — we had a laudable mo- 
tive in diverting the attention and arms of the 
reftiefs Marattas to a new object; we had a formi- 
dable French force to oppofe both by fea and 
land. I will anfwer for the Governor General’s 
caution in avoiding all caufe of umbrage or offence 
o the French in India, from the inftant that peace 
fhall be promulgated between the two nations, 
and for his fteady compliance with every ftipula- 
tion of the treaty. 


In your efforts to invalidate the debts of 
the Company as charged in the late eftimate 
to different powers in India, you have par- 
ticularly enlarged on the connection with the Na- 
bob Vizier of Oude: and, as ufual, you have at-~ 
tributed all the misfortunes which he appears to 
have incurred by that connection, to Mr. Hattings. 
To this debt,which the Company ftates at 730,0001. 

you 
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you at once declare, that eternal oblivion ought te 
be annexed, notwithftanding the very lateft ad- 
vices ftom Mr. Briftow give affurances that the 
whole will be very f{peedily recovered, But per- 
haps you rely on the probability of this recovery 
having already taken place, and are therefore 
the more unguarded in advifing an unconditional 
releafe. The cruelties which you have fo pathe- 
tically painted (if Woodfall be correct) as being the 
neceffary confequence of an attempt to recover the 
Company’s debts in India are moft fhamefully mis- 
fated and moft unwarrantably exageerated. The 
Continent of India, like the continent of Europe, 
comprehends many different nations, in very differ- 
ent degrees of civilization : and in very few of them 
is to be found that regularity of police, or 
that refinement of manners which is the charm 
of the wef-tern world. The diftricts on the coaf 
of Coromandel, under the fway of thofe fub- 
ordinate Chiefs called Poligars, are inbabited 
by a particularly rude, brutal, and favage race — 
and the very letter which you caufed to be read 
from Colonel Bonjour, inconteftably demon- 
firated it. 


But 
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‘But you furely would not by your exclamations 
againit extortion, inhumanity, and oppreffion, in- 
finuate that all force is unjuftifiable in the reco- 
very of a juft debt: nor is the defertion of the 
peafants from an Indian villabe any proof of the 
exercife of great cruelty or monftrous rapacity. 
Some abfcond, becaufe they find an occafional 
concealment lefs irkfome than a faithful difcharge 
of their engagements ; fome becaufe they will 
not be preffed to carry baggage and fome 
merely from an abhorrence of  intercourfe 
with ftrangers. Even in more flourifhing times 
of the empire, the march of the Mogul’s army 
through his own country never failed to caufe 





a temporary depopulation. No revenue is ever 
collected in India without fome degree of 
force, and the whip is there at leaft as ne- 
ceffary an inftrument to the tax-gatherer as his 
inkhorn: I will add, that at no period, in no part 
ef India, has feverity been fo fparingly applied to 
the operations of finance, as in Bengal fince the 
period of the Company’s government. But you 
could not refift the temptation of a touch at the 


revolution of Benares—aAt that revolution, which, 
while 
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while it tends perfoAly juftifiable oa the prouids 
of propriety and expediency, is proved beyond 
the poffibility of cavil to have originated with 
Cheyt Sing and not with Mr. Haftings-—is proved 
to have commenced’ in maffacre, and concluded 
in rebellion :—~is proved to have been founded on 
lying pleas of poverty, and grofs inftances of dif- 
obedience. But on your principles the demands of 
the Company for all debts, however incurred, are at 
once to be cancelled. I believe indeed the race 
of creditors in general has but {mall obligations to 
your juftice, or your compaffion—but I am afto- 
nifhed that you fhould be fo ready to take the 
bare affertion and interefted ipfe dixit of the Vi- 
zier of Oude, or the Rajah of Tanjore, or of 
any of the Company’s renters, on a plea of inca~ 
pacity to pay their debts. I can difcover but two 
circumftances, which can reafonably be fuppofed 
to operate againft the claim— Either that the charge 
is exorbitant, ufurious, ill-authenticated, er, thas 
the contra&ing party laboured at che time under 
fome known incapacity and difqualification for 
bioding itfelf in an obligation ta pay. Neither of 
thefe objections can fairly be urged againft the de- 
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mand on Afoph ul Dowla. His debt was incut= 
red for articles fairly furnifhed, for troops regu- 
larly employed in his fervice for his defence, and 
wpon a ftated allowance fettled by treaty at the 
exprefs motion of General Clavering and his ma- 
jority. The former treaty with the late Vizier Sujah 
ul Dowlah, was, as you know, upon very dif- 
ferent terms—and bat was the treaty of Mr. Haf~ 
tings. No encroachments were there attempted 
to be made upon the independence of that Prince 
+--the whole ftipulation confifted in his agreement 
to pay 210,000 rupees per menfem for one of our 
brigades, fo long as it fhould act under his or- 
ders, or in conjunction with his forces. This 
treaty, as it ftood at his death, the Governor Ge- 
neral thought binding upon us, and lupon his 
fucceffor. Not fo the majority of that day, 
General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr. 
Francis. bey pronounced upon the propriety of 
a new treaty, and ¢bey dictated the articles. They 
abliged the Vizier to cede to: the Company the 
fovereignty of Gauzipoor and Benares in perpetui- 
ty: They faddled the Vizier with an additional 
chatge of 50,000 rupees a month for the fubfif- 
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tence of the auxiliary brigade; and under shew 
(thropgh the channel of their refident, Mr. Brif- 
tow) were Britifh officers appointed to command 
ithe refidue of the Vizier’s troops. AH] this was 
in 1775- In 1779 the Vizier refufed to grant 
affignments for the pay of thofe very troops thus 
oficered; and Mr. Haftings was only prevented 
from immediate compliance with his reqneft for 
difbanding them, by the neceffity of holding out 
an oftenfible balance to the armies of theSieks, and 
of Nejef Khaun, then in the field in great farce. 


It was on the fubje& of this refufal that the 
Vizier, during the interval of a cock-fight or a 
horfe-race, difpatched the very poetical chapter of 
lamentations, with which you have fo animatedly 
warmed the feelings of the Houfe. That he was 
very fore upon the refufal, I do not doubt ; and 
this eftablifhment of Britifh officers was certainly 
as well a fevere check upon his independency, 
.@ great derogation of his dignity in the eyes of 
the native Princes, as an intolerable burthen upon 


Mr, 
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Mr. Haftings however was neither anfwerable 
for the meafure by which thofe officers were ap- 
pointed, nor for the feveral circumftances, by 
which their conduct might irritate the Vizier andg 
opprefs his country. But in September 1781, the 


inftant that political neceffity permitted him, He 
difbanded them. 


You were particularly pointed on the late re- 
fumption of the Begum’s Jaghires—a meafure 
which you alfo attribute exclufively to the Go- 
vernor General —as if it were impoffible for a 
defpotic monarch to have the flighteft principle’ 
of independent action, or the moift trivial atten- 
tion to his own concerns. Even fo long ago as 
the year 1775, and very foon after the Vizier’s 
acceffion to the mufnud, the predominating influ- 
ence of the Begum was a thorn in his fide—— 
And he ebferved to Mr. Briftow, that “ two 
rulers were too much for one country.”——A 





negociation was at that time entered into for 
fubftituting a regular payment of the value of 
the Jaghire in money, inftead of the poffeffion of 
the land itfelf and the troublefome management of 
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the collections: but the old lady had too deeply 
tafted the fweets of uncontrouled dominion, to 
part willingly with fo flattering a prerogative ; 
fhe refufed to liften to any terms of refignation, 
and fupported her fervants in a conduct of dif- 
affection, oppofition and contumacy, that at lait, 
on the revolution at Benares, broke out into open 
rebellion. Can there be a doubt but that the 
Vizier felt the indignity offered to his govern- 
ment, and the danger that involved his throne? 
Can there be a fufpicion that he would fail to 
difcover in the military jurifdiQion and unjuftifi- 
able encroachments of his Jaghiredars the true 
fource of the mifchief, can there be a motive 
affigned why it fhould not equally be his with 
as it was his intereft to fupprefs the very poffi- 
bility of future difturbance? I will be bold to 
fay, that the Vizier ought to have refumed the 
Jaghires—and that the advice of Mr. Haftings 
(if indeed the Vizier had no plan of condugt, no 
policy of his own) was perfectly wife, political, 
and‘expedient. It is an additional proof af the 
neceflity of the meafure, that the fervants of the 
Begum fhould have prefumed to oppofe sheir 

lawful 


[ 2 } 

daviful Sovereign in its operation. Nothing can 
fo ftrongly evince their full conviction of the 
exiftence of “‘ two rulers in one country” as their 
moft unwarrantable and rebellious appeal to the 
{word : nothing can fo unanfwerably eftablifh the 
propriety of an inftant remedy to the anarchy that 
prevailed in the Subah of Oude. The Begum 
was therefore on the jufteft of all pleas difpoffeffed 
of an authority which fhe had conftantly per- 
verted to the very worft purpofes, but the nett 
amount of her collections was fecured to her by 
a new agreement ; the treafures of which fhe had 
poffefied herfelf by very fufpicious means, by a 
fraudulent concealment of her hufband’s will, or 
an artful appropriation of a depofit, thofe trea- 
fures which had always been underftood to belong 
to the-ftate, and which our Refident at Oude 
reported in 1775 to have been notorioufly fet 
afide for the fupply of political emergencies, fhe 
confented to reftore to her fon, for the wants 
of his government, after twelve days of reflection 
upon the lofs of her ill-exerted authority, had 
reconciled her to a juft notion of her fubordinate 
Gtuation. We have the Refident at Oude’s tefti- 

mony 
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mony, in the appendix to the tenth report from 
the Seleét Committee, that her treafures were /ur- 
rendered by agreement. 


In your indifcriminating fearch for arguments in 
defence of your new bill, you have not omitted 
to ftate the difeordant fituations of our different 
governments in India, and your particular appre- 
henfions for your very valuable friend Lord Ma- 
cartney. You not only fear that he may have 
been depofed from his government, but even that 
he may have experienced the fate of Lord Pigot ! 
1 afk you in your candour, Right Honourable Sir, 
if that fate were any thing more than depofition? 
and I flatter myfelf, I may for this time prefume 
to anfwer for you in the negative — at Jeaft Mr. 
Haftings cannot by the moft extravagant’ftretch _ 
of infinuation be implicated farther than in the 
JSufpenfion, which (if Woodfall be right) you are 
pleafed to term a depofition: and even here there 
18 nothing in the Company’s records, nor in private 
intelligence, to warrant your conclufion. On the 
news of certain propofitions having been offered 
to Tippoo Saib, equally unfatisfactory to the Com- 
mander 
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mander in Chief and to the Council General, Mr. 
Hiaftings in Council, defired to know “ whether 
« the Members thought that the Prefident and 
«© Select Committee of Madras had or had not in- 
«© curred the penalty of the aét of the 13th of the 
“ King, by deputing the Tanjore Vakeel to 
“© Tippoo Saib to treat of peace on the condition 
“ of ceding to him a part of the Carnatic?” This 
queftion was determined in the negative; and on 
this fimple ground, did your informer in this-bu- 
finefs, Sir Henry Fletcher, build his affertion, 
that Mr. Haftings’s propofal for the fu/penfion of 
Lord Macartney had been carried againit him by 
a one only ; as if a majority of one were inthe Su- 
preme Council any other than the ordinary and 
almoft neceflary confequence of the fmallnefs of 
itsnumber. But the difcordant fituations of our 
governments abroad might be moft eafily recon« 
ciled at home without the interference of your 
bill, or the annihilation of the Company’s charter, 
The Supreme Council at Calcutta is 4y Jew to have 
the fole and entire control in all political negoci- 
ations and matters relative to war and peace, ex.s 
eept in cafes of the moft urgent neceflity. Did 
thag 
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that neceffity exift when Lord Macartney and the 
Sele&tCommittee affumed the liberty of propofing z 
feparate treaty with Tippo Saib? Sir Eyre Coote 
pofitively and pointedly denied it. 


I cannot here deprive myfelf the pleafure of 
contributing my humble mite of gratitude and 
applaufe to that worthy and gallant old general, 
who to the inflexible virtues of the man, joined 
the moft exalted talents of the foldier, who re- 
deemed us from utter ruin in the Carnatic, who 
facrificed the declining years of a moft aétive life, 
to the difficulties and labours of war, rendered 
doubly fevere by the feverities of an Afiatic cli- 
mate, and who lived but to the moment when 
his country had juft begun to flatter itfelf with the 
poffibility of {paring his exertions. Methinks I 
fee the wonderful veteran reclined on his laurels, 
ftruggling in the very arms of Death, and col- 
le€ting the laft remnant of his exhaufted ftrength, 
while he dictates to the difconfolate Secretary the 
animated conclufion of the forcible minute he de- 
Jivered on this occafion: ‘© Though for my part” 
fays he “I may with propriety fay that I have one 

“* foot 
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*¢ foot in the grave, and the other on the verge of 
s¢ it, I truft in God I fhall retain fufficient (trength 
&¢ both of body and mind to put an advantageous 


‘© and glorious end to this deft: uctive war in India, 


pad 


¢ inftead of having our national honour and 
© military credit degraded by any folicitation 
“¢ for peace to an enemy already difmayed :---and 
‘¢ therefore I trufl that this Board will never con~ 
‘© fent to fo degrading and unjuftifiable a meafure, 
“© as is now propofed by the Prefident and Select 
“ Committee of Fort St. George.” Alas! great 
and fortunate commander, your country’s fer- 
vice can but ill brook your lofs !---But you have 
at leaft left us Mr. Haftings: and you are now 
looking down with a fmile of complacency on 
thofe fpirited exertions, to which, even in the mo- 
ment of rival emulation, you had the generofity 
to afcribe the prefervation of the Carnatic! Peace 


and glory attend your fhade! 


However meritorious Lord Macartney’s con- 


duct may have been, however ftriét his care and 
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cautious his attention to obey the Company, he has 
moft certainly been involved in differences and dif. 
putes upon almoft every public queftion fince the 
commencement of his government. He reminds 
me of the venturous {cholaftics of the fixteenth 
century, who in the fury of difputation, fupported 
thefes de omni Scibili againft all opponents: We 
have Lord Macartney ver/us the Supreme Coune 
cil, Lord Macartney verfus Sir Eyre Coote, Lord 
Macartney verfus Sir Edward Hugtes, Lord 
Macartney verfus General Stuart, and Lord Ma- 
cartney verfus the Nabob of the Carnatic. I have 
an unfeigned refpect for his Lordfhip’s character 
and abilities; but I cannot help lamenting that 
his exertions fhould be fo unfortunately cramped, 
and fo confined to perpetual ftruggles againft his 


affociates in the public fervice, 


I fhall now take the liberty, right honourable 
Sir, to conclude with a few words on the prefent 
ftate of our affairs in India: my defcription will, 


undoubtedly, form fomething of a contraft to 
your’s, 
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your’s, and with profound humility I acknow- 
ledge that the ingenuity is all on your fide. Ben- 
gal is certainly in a flourifhing condition ; its re- 
venues productive; its government united; its 
internal tranquility fecured. The fame may be faid 
of Benares. Oude is flowly, but gradually re- 
covering from a relaxed fyftem of policy, from 
difordered finances, from domeftic anarchy. 
—The debts due from thence to the Com- 
pany are liquidated—or in the way to fpeedy 
liquidation (no prejudice I hope to our finking 
fund.) It has refumed in a great degree its pro- 
per rank of refpectability among the powers of 
India, and its frontiers are on every fide in peace. 
—Tippoo Saib has evacuated the whole of the 
Carnatic; and it now depends on the combined 
exertions of our government and of the Nabob of 
the Carnatic to reftore by every fpecies*of encou- 
ragement, the population of the country, ard the 


advantages of commerce. 
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On the Bombay fide, Peace is effectually rati- 
fied with the Marattas———and on terms, which 
while they are not gallingly fevere on either party, 
are moft likely to be permanently obferved by 
both. Tippoo Saib is faid to be fill formidable 
in that quarter, but every difpatch from Bombay 
teems with confidence in the fuccefs of their 
efforts, which they are now free to direét in full 
force acainft him. The province of Bednore we 
have loft by the fortune of war, as we moft pro- 
bably fhould have been obliged to relinquith it on 
the conclufion of a peace. It is even likely 
that we fhall confine all our exertions to the 
acquifition of a fpecific fum from Tippoo Saib, 
as a compenfation for the ravages of his father’s 
arms—and this feems our wifeft policy—But this 
circumftance will not be at all promoted by the 
provifions of your Bill—and if I might venture to 
Play the ftatefman (as precedents are not wanting 
to encourage me) I would roundly affert, that 
there is as little mifmanagement, corruption and 


oppreffion in the different feats of the Britifh go- 


vernment 
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vernment in India, as are to be found in any part 
of the world——that a few years of peace will 
reftore the India Company’s affairs to the higheft 
profperity in Afia:—and that if your Bill were 
dof to-morrow, every corporate body in this king-~ 
pom, and every man who values his birth-right 
and the freedom of his country, would have rea- 


fon to triumph in the event. 
I remain with the greateft refpea, 
Right Honourable Sir, 


Your moft obedient 


And moft humble Servant, 


JOHN SCOTT. 


LONDON, 
November 30, 1783 


THE END. 
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I T has been boldly afferted, that if the India 
bill thould pafs, the Minifter will acquire no 
acceffion of patronage, but will enjoy that power 
openly, and with refponfibility annexed to it, 
which Lord North, when the Minifter enjoyed 
in feeret. It would have been honourable in his 
Lordfhip had he contradicted fo bold and fo fl- 
founded an affertion-—as he did not do it, I will 
explain what portion of patronage Lord North did, 
and what he did not enjoy. 


All appointments to the command of fhips, 
and of inferior officers in that branch of fervice, 
have been under the Court of Directors, without 
any interference on the part of the Minifter.— 
All appointments to offices in the India Houfe, 
or the warehoufes — all contracts for fupplying 
the Eaft India Company with ftores of every 
kind for their fettlements in India, comprehending 
a moft extenfive patronage, have been folely un- 
der the management of the Court of Directors, 
without any interference on the part of the 
Minifter. 


All 
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All appointments of writers, officers, cadets, 
furgeons, &c. &c. to the feveral governments 
in India, have been made by the Court of Direc- 
tors—In fact the great and principal inducement 
to almoft every gentleman in the direction, to 
obtain his election, has been that he might have 
his fhare of this fpecies of patronage—Moft, if 
not all the Directors have fons, or brothers, of 
coufins, or intimate friends, whom they with to 
provide for, and the Company’s fervice abroad 
has hitherto afforded an honourable and an advan« 
tageous provifion for the relations or the friends of 
the Dire€tors-~Confequently they have been ex- 
ceedingly tenacious of this branch of the lawful pa- 
tronage annexed to their offices. Lord North when 
Minifter, has hot at all times been able to fend a 
writer to India, and if the lifts of gentlemen ap- 
pointed to the civil and military fervice of India, 
fince the year 1773 were examined, it would be 
fourid, that his Majefty’s Minifters have been com- 
plimented with about one twenty-fixch part of fuch 
appointments, dud no more! This affertion is ca- 
pable of proof or refutation. 


The 
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The patronage of India has been hitherto in the 
gift of the refpective governments abroad, except 
in a few inftances where the Directors have inter- 
fered, namely, in the cafes of Mr. Briftow, and 
Mr. Fowke, the fon of Mr. Gregory, the ne- 
phew of Sir Henry Fietcher, and a few more in- 
ftances, in which a faction among the Dire¢tors 
has facrificed the public intereft in order to ferve 
their friends: but in general the Directors have 
faithfully difcharged their public duty, by appoint- 
ing the fervants who are to be employed, and by 
leaving it to the refpective governments to employ 


them as they thought proper, 


This is the prefent ftate of the patronage of 
the Eaft-India Company, and widely different 
indeed from that which the bill now before the 
Houfe of Commons means to throw into the 
hands of the Minifter. He nominates feven 
Commiffioners with abfolyte power to direct, or 
der, govern, appoint, and remove all perfons, of 
all ranks employed by the Eaft-India Company 
both at home, and abroad---and the patronage 
thrown into his hands by fo bold a ftep, is rated 


very low indeed, at two millions fterling a year. 
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L E TT T E R 


TO THE 
RIGHT HONOURABLE 


EDMUND BURKE, 


‘ _ Right Honourable Sir, 


In the diftribution of different parts to the minif- 
‘terial orators who fupport the. new India bill, in the 
application of their different powers to this one im- 
portant object, it was natural that all the topics 
whichrafforded play.to a wandering imagination, and 
-to tragic defcription, fhoukd have been allotted to 
Mr. Burke. The field ,of fancy is almoft exclu- 
‘fively your’s; and when it was refolved, that in or- 
. B der 
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der to palliate the intended invafion of our charter 
and_our_property, the atrociqus _ aéts of barbarity 
and cruelty committed by the fervants of the Eaft- 
India Company abroad, fhould be held up to the 
deteftation of the Houfe, and of the public, and 
form one grand engine of the attack, your talents 
both for the-patbetic and the fabulous, gave you a 
double claim to this branch of the fervice. Your 
feelings are fo tremblingly acute, your nerves are 
fo frung ta. compaffion, your language is fo attuned 
to lamentation, that forms of horror and diftrefs, 
ftenes df deftrnétidén and defolation, feem to arife 
Jpontancoufly in your mind, and to occupy that por- 
tion of the fenforiuny,-which; in men of irritable 
habits, is the province of reafon, of judgment, and of 
common fenfe, I am, therefore, one of thofe who 
were exceedingly furprifed that the right honourable 
framer of the new -bill fhould fo palpably haye en- 
croached upon your privilege in his late harangues, 
ag to exhibtt a very glowing and highly-cgloured pic- 
gure of the, inhumagitigs, of.our countrymen in Ia- 
dia. Zhere is hongur,among thieves: furely it 
gagnot be wanting among Minifters. Bug 1 thajl 
hereafter be lels joclined. tp; woager at, any, -unwat- 
~agarable attempt, sp invade, she prerogasives of the 
“st, ‘ fubject, 
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fubje&, fince I Mave fcen, among yourseleet for 
glasing.an invaGen of your's! oe 


Tf avarice and rapacity were fubjects open to the 
eloquence of Mr. Fox, the tortures, the bloodthed 
that accompanied them were themes that appertained 
folely to Mr. Burke. The right honourable Secre- 
tary might inveigh as he pleafed on‘ the manner in 
which the debts due to the Company had been con- 
tracted—-but it belonged to the right honourable 
Paymafter to expatiate on the feverities neceffary for 
extorting payment of them. In fhort, Sir, you 
have been fuperfeded in your functions: Fhe Minit - 
ter, who is foon to unite in his own perfon the rights 
of the Company, the powers of the Crown, and 
the riches of the Eaft, has begun his career of in- 
juftice by excluding you from the path in which you 
hoped to have trodden without a rival. He {natched 
from your hands Colonel Boujour’s Jetter-—He told 
the piteous tale of Cheyt Sing, the woes of Afophrul 
Dowla, and the misfortunes of his grandmother { 
I wonder you can ever forgive him. To take your 
long prepared victim out of your clutches, to go out 
of his way, and azain&t his own repeated profeffions, 
for the fake of abufing the Governor General of 

B2 Bengal, 
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Seitioia” dal x8 abe Him cow forw fanpuinaty, rhert 
derous difpofition, of whith ditt that moment you had . 
. prided yourfelf (and with reafon) as the fole difco- 
vent, ‘war x leitd-trial- of your patience. But fo 
‘dtive you from every ftrong. hold of your Gommit- 
tes, to feave you nothing but the ftale defence of 
Shah Allim, -the expiifion of that virtuous monarch 
Coffin Alfy, aid thé defraudation of thar difinte- 
sefted Plenipotentiary; Omnichund, ‘whereon to érect 
your plea of petticipation in the-fpoils of Hindoftan, 
muft enpage your very opponents in your behalf, 
They cannot but have beholden with an eye of pity 
the fhifts to which you were driven, the diftrefé in 
which you were volved by the neceffity of a vague 


and unistereRing perrofpection. 


To pidnge into the forgotten abyfs of diftant revo- 
lotidyws, to revive the conviéted flander of artificial 
fiintnisy-t0 tread on-the téndet ground of injurious 
thomopolies previons to the year 1772, (with your 
friend General Sneith at yor elbow ) was indeed a bit- 
ter will~bae gilded as it is with five aid rweity 
thoufand’a yeir from Governnient to yourfelf and 
your telationy, ‘you ‘comrived fomehow or other to 
Fwallow #< and éven‘naw chat 2 B down, it canriet 

fail, 
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fail, I think, to excite a few qualms — for youmh, 
at gimes be apprehenfive that your language and your. 
cosduct on former ftruggles with refpect to India, 

fhould live in the world’s recolleGion: that jt fhould. 
be whifpered how ftrenuous and how loud aa advo- 

cate you were in the year 1772 for the chartered 

rights of the Eaft-India Company. How you then 

reprobated the minifterial iniquity of your new-no- 

ble friend Lord North — How warmly you defended 

the innocence of the Company’s fervants of shut day: 
-— and how quickly, upon a proper application, guj- 

weris exigui jatiu, you can “* 1enounce your princi~ 

“ ples, and eat your words.” 


In this fermal recantation of your un-penfioned ha- 
bits of thinking and {peaking, Mr. Woodfall has been 
particularly cautious not to omit that you were upor 
your legs upwards of two hours. This is a morfel of 
snformation for us out of doors only. The members 
who retired to dinner when you get up, knew they 
had full two hours of fpare time; and when they 
returned, you had not fat down. ‘But as you took 
enly fomewhat more than two hours to difgorge all 
you had taken in during three yeats of hard ftudy, 
and as in that time you contrived to unfay every thing 

that 
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that you had been heard to utter on the difcuffion of * 
the Regulating Act of the 13th of the King, I muft 
allow that you performed it with great expedition ; 
with an expedition proportioned to the neceffities of 
the times, and to the hurry of the whole tranfaCtion. 
The fpeech which Mr. Woodfall has made for you in 
Tuefday’s Chronicle, deals fo exceedingly in generals, 
that I cannot follow up with that accuracy and clofe- 
nefs which I am inclined to beftow upon the fubje& 
your “ prodigious detail of the conduét of the Com- 
pany in Afia, from their firft eftablifhment there.” 
But I muft be permitted to remark, that it is fome- 
what extraordinary to obferve you oftentatioufly 
vaunting your late three-years courfe of ftudy, as the 
ground of your claim to the attention of the Houfe, 
when it is notorious to the moft fuperficial obferver 
of your Reports, that every object pf enquiry in your 
committee, has been religioufly confined to the fingle 
period of Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration, and when 
it ts evident, from the whole tenour of your oration, 
that you had been almoft exprefily referred, by a mi- 
nifteria] mandate, to events antecedent to that ad- 
min'{tration. One article was indeed generoufly given 
up to you, wherein there was a poffibility of implicat- 
ing the Governor General :—a hiftory of that pomp- 
ous 
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eus non-entity, the mildeft of Monarchs, that Allum. 
His mildue/s however I fhall leave in your quiet pof 
feffion; for that quality has been feldom difputed to 
Monarchs who were without fubjects. But that 
he is the moft beneficent, humane,” (i. e. mild 
once more) “ generous,” (i. e. Zoneficent) ** wife, 
philofophical,” (zoi/e again) ** and religious of men,” 
I muft a little conteft with you, notwithftanding 
your ingenious reduplication of epithets, Of his 
beneficence I cannot at once recolleé&t an inftance, 
except a donation (hardly gratuitous, of two lacs of 
rupees—and that portion of his merits you fhould 
have left to the panegyric of General Smith. In 
wifdom I hold him greatly inferior to the Raja of 
Fanjore; for in the choice of friends, which is one 
great criterion of judgement, the latter has infinitely 
the advantage. His religion, as it is that of a Ma- 
hometan, is of little confideration in a Chiiftian 
affembly ; and you had better have given him a good 
fhare of morality ; however, 1 muft acknowledge 
to have heard, that his Majefty is famous for copy- 
ing the Koran with peculiar neatnefs cf character, 
and that he is not much interrupted in this auguft 
employment by attention to the management of his 
gxtenlive empire, and to the welfare of his ianume- 
= rable 
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tible fubjects. Between ourfelves, Sir-————He is a 
‘weak man. Lord Clive gave him the provinces of 
Corah and Illahabad, which would afford him 4 
trandfome maintenance, and were five times as much 
as he could ever have acquired in any part of India 
swithout us : and we alfo allowed him twenty-fix lacs 
of rupees yearly from Bengal for the fupport of his 
dignity. But he was too much of a pbilofopber to 
attach himfelf to the good things of this world, fo 
threw himfelf into the arms of his natural, here- 
ditary, and conftitutional enemies the Marattas; ceded 
to them, without our confent, the provinces we had 
‘given him, and undertook a chimerical expedition to 
Dehli. Are you furprifed that we took thofe provin- 
ees back again, when the King could not, or would 
not, keep them? or that we did not continue him 
the fubfidy of twenty-fix lacs of rupees to be lavifhed 
‘away among Marattas? Self-prefervation forced 
‘upon us the conduct we obferved on that occafion ; 
it was warmly approved at bome, by both ends of 
the town; and it certainly has contributed more than 
‘any other caufe, to keep Bengal ftill in our hands. 
‘L-hope the new Commiffioners will now afford this 
" “great and virtuous Prince fome folid inftance of their 
‘compaffion — and that they will reftore him thofe 
: provinces, 
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provinces, or fome others in their ftead, as well ag 
his fubfidy—by way of contraft to the meafures of 
Mr. Haftings.—In the “© Magna Charta of Hindof- 
© tan,” it would be a miferable overfight to omit the 
Great Mogul; and furely he has a claim upon the 
juftice of the ftate, and ftill more upon the gratitude 
of individuals, for reftitution of his countries and 
revenues. 


it does not indeed perfectly meet my comprehen- 
fion how you could explain the circumftance of the 
fale of this monarch to Sujah Dowla, nor the /ale 
of Sujah Dowla Zo bimfelf. No doubt you made 
this matter perfectly clear to your fcanty remnant of an 
audience, but Mr. Woodfall has funk the particulars, 
I know very well, that when his beneficent and 
philofophical Majefty ran away, we re-affumed the 
provinces which he chofe to evacuate. I know that 
as they were too difficult to be managed by us, we 
parted with them for a valuable confideration to Sujah 
Dowla; by which means we ftrengthened our own 
frontier againft the Marattas. I know alfo, that 
upon various occafions on which we afforded power- 
ful military affiftance, or important political fervices 
to Sujah Dowla, we endeavoured to balance the ac- 
G count 
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count in fome degree, by ftipulations for a pecuniary 
return. If, however, that Vifier purchafed bimfelf 
by any of thofe tranfactions, he certainly thought 
himfelf a gainer by the bargain: and as there is evi- 
dence before the Seleét Committee, that he lived and 
died in perfect indepenence, it is manifeft that, in this 
inftance at leaft, the Company broke through the 
fyftem of treachery, difhonefty, and injuftice, with 
which you have charged them, by leaving Sujah 
Dowla in full and quiet poffefion of himfelf, after 
they had thus fold him to himfelf. 


So you have afferted that ° that they fold Ragoba to 
‘¢ the Marattas, and the Marattas to Ragoba.” What 
a childifh play upon words! Did we not in the fame 
manner fell America to France and France to Ame- 
rica? What is there in the refolutions refpecting Ra- 
goba to juftify fuch indecent puerilities ? Our Bom- 
bay Councij had fcen shat Chief the oftenfible and 
the avowed head of the Maratta government.— A 
revolution difplaced him, and he threw himfelf un- 
der our protection. — It was natural he fhould make 
Liberal offers for our aid in re-eftablifhing his affairs: 


it was politically juft that we fhould accept them. 
Was 
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‘Was it ever imputed as a crime to the French Court 
that King James was received and protected there 
after his abdication? or can it be doubted that he 
had bound himfelf to the performance of moft am- 
ple conceffions, in cafe of a reftoration through the 
means of France? On that fir treaty with Ragoba 
you mean, I prefume, (for I have no data) to ground 
the fale of the Marattas to dim; on the treaty of 
Poorunder you muft of courfe fix the fale of Ragoba 
to the Marattas — But here, a vote of the Houfe of 
Commons authorifes the fale, by an approbation of 
that treaty. But the fecond and late treaty of peace 
which provides a refidence and a ftipend in the Ma- 
ratta dapyinions for Ragoba, nearly the fame as was 
done by the treaty of Poorunder, has another article, 
by which “ the Englifh and the Pefhwa mutu- 
“ ally agree, that neither will afford any kind 
*« of affiftance to the enemies of the other ;” and this 
inclines you to tremble for the fafety of Ragoba. — 
Had you turned to the fixth article of the fame 
treaty, you would have feen that Ragoba’s quiet 
abode, comfortable fupport, and perfect fecurity, 
is exprefsiy provided for dy name: and therefore if 
the Pefhwa, or any of his people, offer any injury 
to Ragoba as long as he continues quiet, ¢bey will 

C2 have 
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have infringed the fixth article; and confequently the 
fourteenth, on which your objection is founded, will 
have become void of courfe. 


The other Rajas and Princes whom the Company 
may have fold, are all packed up by the dozen of 
grofs in Woodfall’s paper, fo that it is not In my 
power to go into the merits of each particular bar- 
gain: but from the general purport of your fpeech 
Iam led to conclude, that let who will have been 
guilty of this general auction, this /a/e of Hindoftan, 
the Crown (or rather the prefent Miniftry) is under- 
ftood to have a right to all the benefits of a purcha- 
fer. Iam not indeed yet exadly clear whether the 
prefent poffeffions, territories, and fovereignties be- 
longing to the Eaft-India Company, be liable to be 
ranked among the /ots bought, or the lots fold; 
but I am fure that Government exhibits at once 
the moft interefted eagernefs in appropriating the 
whole to itfelf, and the moft perfect indifference as 
to the validity of the title by which they are now 
held. To me it appears very little confonant to juf- 
tice, that the Crown fhould profit by the iniquities 
of the Company. Nothing can be more evident, 
than that the Crown was not concerned in the acqui- 

2 fition 
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fitien of the Company’s prefent eftates: on what 
plea fhould it now affume them? If there were ra- 
pacity, or treachery, or fraud, or barbarity, in the 
manner by which they were firft gotten, nothing fhort 
of reftitution can repair the mifchief. Is it lefs 
tapacious, or treacherous, or barbarous, for a Go- 
vernment to feize the property of its own fubjeéts, 
guaranteed to them by frequent acts of its own, than 
for thofe fubjeéts to have originally feized it in the 
fame manner from the then lawful owners? Of the 
180,000 /quare miles, which this Bill is to veft 
in the hands of ....... 1 know not whom — 
much has been granted by public and authoritative 
deeds of ceffion to the Eaft-India Company : — and 
fuch is indifuputably the tenure of the twenty-four 
Pergunnahs near Calcutta, and of the province of 
Gauzipoor and Benares, Thefe are held by grant from 
the Nabob of Bengal, and the Vizier of Oude, who 
were then fovereigns, proprii juris, and competent 
to the grant. The Dewanny of Bengal, Bahar, and 
Oriffa refts on a very different title, on a firmaun 
from the prefent Mogul, whofe power was never ac- 
knowledged in any of thofe provinces, and who by 


that a@t gave away what he never could have the 
{malleft 
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fmalieft hope of making his own. The Dewanny 
itfelf, confidered as a Mogul eftablifhment, con- 
fers nothing more than the appointment to colleét the 
revenues for the Emperor’s ufe. The internal 
government, the military command, are offices 
totally diftinct, and were never, that I know or 
fufpe&t, granted to the Company at all. Thefe are 
branches of the Nizamut; and a part of them at 
Jeaft is ftill exercifed under the name, and on the 
authority, of the Soubadar of Bengal. Surely a 
Bill brought into Parliament for the exprefs difplay 
of national juftice, for the declared purpofe of doing 
away former acts of violence and oppreffion, a Bill 
which is to benefit both the Company and the Pub. 
lic at home, and to be the Magna Charta of Hin- 
doftan, fhould have paid fome attention to thefe dif- 
ferences in the tenures of the Company’s poffeffions. 
A plea of political neceflity may perhaps be- fuffici- 
ent to wreft from them the exercife of /overeignty: 
but their private property should at leaft be invio- 
late. Even that defpotic monarch, the Vizier of Oude, 
did not at once confifcate to his own ufe the nett 
collections of all the Jaghires which he took out of 
the hand of the Jaghiredars. There isa medium for 
tyranny itfelf to obferve — and if the Company were 


to 
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to be deprived of all power, of all credit, of all ex- 
iftence abroad, it would at leaft have been decent to 
have left them their houfe and warehoufes at home 
untouched. A whole province forcibly feized in 
Afia would have excited lefs murmur and indigna- 
tion, than the burfting of a fingle door in Leadenhall- 
ftreet: and though your coufin may hector and domi- 
‘neer in the palace of the Rajah of Tanjore, I truift 
in God that the fag-ends of Mr. Fox’s miniftry will 
have the modefty to wait a few months before they 
affert their fuperiority over all the dukes and peers of 
the realm. It cannot however be doubted, but that 
as foon as this bill is paffed, the very fecretary of a 
fecretary, the very deputies of thofe who will chen 
be the mafters of the Crown with the title of its 
fervants, will have more real importance, more 
weight, more efficacy in the government of this de- 
voted country, than the firft independent members of 
the Houfe of Lords. 


Much has been faid of the infufficiency of the prefent 
Court of Direétors to manage the Company’s affairs; 
I believe it indeed to have been but indifferently ferved 
by fome few of them: and the public is at no lofs 


t0 difcover fomething more than fulpicious traces of 
underhand 
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ynderhand management. But in fact, the objections 
I find, went not {9 much to the incapacity of the 
perfons, as to the imperfection of their powers: and ] 
think the four and twenty gentlemen of the prefent 
li might have been as competent to the better di- 
rection of the Company’s concerns, as your fixteen 
new Dire&tors, had you but given them the fame 
enlarged authority. I would not be perfonal — and 
therefore I avoid all comparifon of the prefent obje&s 
of preference with the reft of their brethren; as a 
Proprietor, however, I have fomething of a plea 
for knowledge of their feveral merits, and I own J am 
in fome inftances at a lofs to divine the motives for 
their felection. You, Sir, have afcribed much of 
“< the evils which have defolated India, to the fort 
¢ of perfons fent out by the Company. Young mea 
§* without education, and with no other talents than 
“‘ fuch as matured to rapacity and barbaruy. A 
“° prey-headed Englifbman is a phenomenon unknowy 
*¢ in India.’ (Vide Morning Chronicle.) Mr. 
Hornby, furely, who has been at Bombay forty-two 
years, muft have a wonderfully green old age, if he 
be not yet grey. But perhaps the grey-beaded Re- 
ceiver in the city is not fatisfied with his prefent 
pickings, and this {peech is preparatory to his Indign 
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appointment. And why object, Sir, to young men? 
Is there not fomething to be learnt, is there not fome 
apprenticefhip neceffary in every {phere of life? 
Would you have the trade, and the revenue, and 
the government of all our affairs in India turned 
over at once to blockheads who have not the fmalleft 
idea of the principles of commerce, or of the laws, or 
the cuftoms, or the language of the country, 
merely becaufe they can difplay a few grey hairs? 
Nor do the young men who are ufually fent to India 
want education fo much as you would infinuate, 
That error perhaps you may have adopted on the 
obfervation of fome claffical deficiencies in one of the 
luminaries of vour Committee: but He has figured 
moft in a military iine ; and few foldiers, you know, 
pride themfelves in an attachment to the belles let- 
tres. 1 muft beg leave to inform you, Sir, that the 
Company’s fervice in India is of itfelf a fyftem (and 
no bad one) of education for a man of bufinefs : 
and that if you were in habits of converfing with 
thofe gentlemen who have come from thence, you 
would find them at leaft on a par in liberal and claf- 
fical accomplifhments with any of their home-bred 
neighbours. Let me add, that Mr. Haftings is, in 
the ftricteft fenfe of the word, @ Scholar—That his 
: D know- 
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Knowledge of the Perfian and Hirtdoftanic dialects 
is {uperior to that of moft of his countrymen, thar 
in fchool proficiency he excelled moft of his contem- 
poraries at Weltminfter, and that his ftyle of com- 
pofition in his native language is fuch as few writers 
by profeffion can emulate. Mr. Roufe, one of your 
Committee, who (though he went young to India, and 
continued there feveral years) had previoufly received 
the beft of educations, will, I doubt not, corroborate 
my affertion. * This rapid fucceffion of boys” to 
which you impute fo much of our calamities, is 
another creature of your own imagination. A mo- 
ment’s glance at the printed lifts of the Company's 
civil and military fervants at the different prefiden- 
cies would have proved the contrary. In Bengal, 
exclufive of the Governor General, whofe fervices 
aye of more than thirty years ftanding, the feniors 
on the civil line take ‘date from 1762—at Madras 
are feveral who have been there upwards of twenty 
five years---at Bombay there are fix whofe refidence 
is of thirty years duration. But it fuited the pur- 
pofe of the moment that they fhould all be thought 
boys---and one of the ufual figures of your rhetoric 
made them fo---I with there had been no other un- 
qualified affertion! But your doctrine of monope- 
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lies (as given away in India,) was equally unwar- 
rantable—“ A monopoly of opium” you are made 
to fay ** was fold on the moment of the contract en- 
*‘ tered into for 40,0001. the next moment it was fold 
‘¢ for another profit ; and in the courfe of a fhort fin 
‘¢ ole day, with an almoft equal enormity of advan- 
“* tage, was fent through a variety of hands.”—By 
this account here muft have been upwards of five lacks 
of rupees, perhaps ten lacks, made at once by the 
mere transfer of a contract from hand to hand; than 
which nothing was ever more remote from reafon, 
from probability, from fact. The whole of your 
information in this bufinefs arifes from the evidence 
of Mr. Higginfon given before your Select Commit- 
tee, who mentions it as a current report at Calcutta 
that the opium contract granted to Mr, Sulivan had 
been by him difpofed of to another. Mr. Higgin- 
fon could not afcertain the truth of the report; and 
I have very good grounds for believing it to be falfe. 
After all, the monopoly of opium, and fome other 
monopolies, mu/ of neceflity fubfift in fome thape or 
other, as your new Directors, and new Sub-Direc- 
tors, and new Governor General and Council will 
find—or the trade will go rapidly toruin. I do not 
indeed pretend to dive into the fyftem by which the 
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Defpote of the prefent bill will render their appoint- 
ments a benefit to the Proprietors and the Public; 
but I am fure if they tamper with the eftablifhed rou- 
tine of the trade, if they unhinge the bufinefs of the 
inveftment, and try experiments ‘n the commercial 
line, asis the fafhion in the political, the Company’s 
threatened infolvency will exceedingly anticipate the 
clofe of their prefent commifiion. 


It is curious to obferve the different grounds 
on which the prefent bill has been fupported: the 
Right Honourable Secretary admitted that it was a 
violation of charter, but pleaded a precedent in the 
a&t of 1773, in thet afi* which you at the time fo 
manfully oppofed on the very principle that it was 
a violation. You now take the oppofite line, and 
deny this a& (which 1s a thoufand times more profily 
fubverfive of our rights, than the former was) to be 
any violation at all—You foften tt down to ‘* the 
** generous modelling of charters that had been 
* ftridtly forfeited for delinquency”—You fay * the _ 
‘* equity of the prefent bill is unparallelied.” And 
you add thac “ che rights and property of the 
“ India Company are fafe as merchants, but their 
« government is juftly taken from them, as incom- 

“* petent 
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* patent politicians.” Fa¢ts are utterly againft you 
in the whole of thefe affiertions. The company 3s 
no longer free; its rights no longer fubfift, either 
to the merchant, to the proprietor, or the politician. 
This I undertake to prove. The accurfed a@ of 
1773 cramped them in all thefe capacities, and the 
prefent bifl rivets their chains. It is the nature and 
effence of commerce to deal more or lefs upon credit. 
The merchant who fells upon truft, takes up money 
upon bills. His rea/ capital fupplies him with the 
means to raife, and authorifes him to ufe a féFitions 
capital. He borrows money upon the ftrength of 
his ttock: and if that ftock beclearly refponfible, 
and if his trade be extenfive, his requifitions for a 
Joan are almoft fure of fuccefs. Former acts have 
deprived the Company of this neceffary refource, of 
this refource which is open to every merchant. The 
Company cannot dorrow but of Parliament. Let its 
{tock be ever fo large, let its commerce be ever fo 
flourifhing, let its affets be ever fo demonftrably 
fatisfaCtory, it is not permitted to avail itfelf of any 
or all of thefe advantages to procure an occafional 
fupply of cath. This is the true foundation, Sir, of 
ail the Company’s calamities. The goods in the 
warchoufes muft lie unfold, until the ftated times of 
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fale bring together the cuftomary purchafers: a glut 
of the market, or any other-accidengal caufe, may 
occafion a temporary deficiency in the amount of 
the fales. But the export trade muft in the mean 
time go on, the current demands muft be difcharged, 
the dividends muft be regularly paid. Here credit 
would naturally ftep in to their relief. Goods are 
not /of, merely becaufe they are not fold: though a 
man who does not want them, may not chufe to 
purchafe them, it is not impoffible but he may lend 
money at intereft upon their fecurity. Parliament 
has arbitarily locked up that fecurity, has annihilated 
that credit: which if it were to apply as a general 
Jaw to the tranfactions of individual merchants, 
would moft affuredly bring the whole city of Lon- 
don to bankruptcy in fix months. Thus, then, in 
this firft prohibition to borrow money, are contained 
the true feeds of the Company’s prefent diftrefies, 
the defiruction of their rights in a mercantile capa- 
‘city. As the influenza of experiment is at this 
period particularly epidemic, I wifh to my foul this 
abfurd prohibition were fufpended for a fhort time 
by way of trial. The afflux of cath which would 
come into the Treafury, would quickly convince 
you of the extent, of the Mability of the Com- 
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pany’s credit, and fpeak more forcibly to the reul 
profperity of their affairs, than a thoufand unfup- 
potted affertions in a certain Houfe can depreciate 
them. If this clog be deftruétive of the rights of 
trade, there are hardfhips no lefs grievous impofed 
upon the proprietary. In General Courts was origi- 
nally, and by charter, lodged the whole power and 
authority of the Company; every holder of sool, 
ftock had a right to vote in this affembly, and its 
meetings were regulated only by expediency. 
Twenty-four perfons were yearly chofen from among 
themfelves, to manage the current bufinefs, fubject at 
all times to the controul of the General Court. The 
Proprietor of sool. ftock has now xo vote; fix 
Directors are now elected yearly, inftead of twenty- 
four, and for four years inftead of one. No fooner 
has a Dire€&tor carried his election, than he flies in 
the face of his conftituents, holds up the act of 
1773 as the bulwark of his quadrennial dictatorfhip, 
and perhaps negociates with the Minifter, behind the 
fkreen, for the erection of a new and unconititu- 
tional tyranny on the ruin of the Company’s privi- 
leges. Your pre/ent edict, which is fo generoufly to 
model the charter, will precifely effeétuate this falu- 
tary purpofe. The General Court will now have 
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no costroul whatfoever. It will no longer cleth its* 
own managers; ¢bey will be no longer chofen from 
its own body; they will no longer be refponfible to 
it, Even the sine foadows, the make-weights of 
the directorial office, will be alike indifferent to the 
Proprietors’ cenfure and applaufe: They are re- 
movable only by their mafters, THE MIGHTY 
SEVEN. The very books of accounts, fo effential 
to the fatisfaction of the Proprietor, fo neceffary to 
his fecurity, are no mpre to be open to his infpec- 
tion. The report of the Company’s property is to 
be made by the Commifioners, (I cannot bring my- 
felf to call them Direffors, till they have made their 
triumphal entry into Leadenhall-ftreet) and from 
that report there is no appeal. The fervile Proprie- 
tor may attend at the Quarterly General Court, like 
a ftarved Parifian at the Hotel-de-Ville, gaping for 
his annuity, to hear fuch a ftatement of the general 
affairs, as his high and mighty Lords the Septemviri 
fhall be gracioufly pleafed to honour him withal. 
But no queftions—no whifpering—no remonftrances. 
« Such, as we have laid before you, is the Com- 
¢ pany’s adtual fituation; here are aur accounts 
“¢ according to act of Parliament, and here is your 
** dividend. Pafs your vote of thanks to my Lords 
ss Com- 
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“ Commiffioners, and dare no more approach this 
*¢ place, till this day three months.” A very generous 
model this; a very pleafant found to the ears of an 
Englifhman ! But it is at beft a very accurate fketch 
of the fubftance of what will be uttered ex cathedrd 
at the new General Courts. As the commercial and 
proprietorial rights of the Company have been thus 
effentially infringed by former ats of Parliament, 
their political power has been no lefs cautioufly re- 
ftricted. The original Regulating AF of 1773 en- 
joined the Directors of the Eaft India Company to 
communicate to his Majefty’s Secretaries of State, 
all the information they fhould receive refpecting the 
politics of India, and all the orders they meant to 
iffue in confequence. The acts of their govern- 
ments, the ftate and management of their revenues, 
their whole fyftem of adminiftration at large and in 
detail, have been regularly fubmitted to the infpec- 
tion, and (as may be prefumed from two /ingular 
inflances of difapprobation to particular paragraphs 
in the Company’s propofed letters to Bengal) to 
the controul of his Majefty’s Minifters. The Court 
of Direétors can neither have approved, nor cenfured 
any particular meafure of their fervants abroad, can 
neither have advifed nor prohibited any plan of policy 
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er any act of .covernment from dome, but in canfpre 
mity to minifterial fentiments, but with the implied ap» 
probation of the cabinet. 1¢ Should feem chen that we 
muft admit one of the twa following prapofitions ; 
Either, that his Majefty’s Mianifters, in pot correGing 
the errors, or reforming the plans of the Company's 
fervants, as laid before them for examination, were 
no lefs incompetent politicians than the Court of Di- 
rectors; or, that adminiftration, by purpofely conceal- 
ing its lights and with-holding its correCtions, paved 
the way for-its own vialent aflumption of the power 
and patronage of India, ona plea of the Company's 
imbecility. If the Miniftry could fuggeft no better 
mode of action than that fubmitted to them by the 
prefent managers, they are alike inadequate to the truf. 
‘If their opinions were ftifled, if their advice was 
diffembled, and their right of approbation infidi- 
oully proftruted to ferve their own ends, they are 
unworthy of it.——-You have taken upon you to prove, 
that the India Company have forfeited their charter, 
and therefore that the prefent bill, which is a modi- 
fication, a modelling of that charter, is Jenient, is ge- 
nerous, is dguitable, beyond parallel, 1 will not afk you 
bow the charter has beeo forfeited, becaufe you will 
run over your black catalogue of.rapine, plunder, 
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febBery, inhumarity, extortion, injuftice,-oppre& 
fion, and murder—upon which I fhall not join iffue 
with you, until evidence be brought-+to the bar of 
the Moufe. Bat! with to know when, at what foe 
cified time, the charter was forfeited ? If previoufly to 
the year 1773, all your eloquence at that period was 
thrown away: your abufe of the noble Lord now in 
office for his famous Regulating Act, will be deemed 
to have had no’ more connection with fruth than with 
decency :* your vociferous exclamations againft the 
violation of all chartered rights in general, as included 
in the violation of this one charter of the Company, 
were not only daring and intemperate, but fai, 
Scandalous, and feditious: your defence of the Com- 
pany’s fervants of shat day, your pamphlets, your 
{peeches in their behalf, and in that of the great 
body they ferved, were mere convenient, catch-penny 
contrivances, infidious baits to héok in popularity. 
“ Regulation” you could then difcover to be+ “ tajuy- 
tice” and “ reform” “ robbery.” Have words altered 
their quality, has negation taken the place of affer- 
tion, fince that memorable zra?—I much fufpect it. 
If you date the Company’s forfeiture of their charter 


~ See Mr. Burke’s fpeeches in the year 1773, on the India 
Regulating AQ-—Pubifhed by Almon, 


"* Disto. 
' E 2 Jubfee: 


[ 28 ] 
fubfeqaently to the year: 1793, fot whet purpoleiiid 
you go back into the anaals of they. fick eftablith- 
ment in Afia, and to the treaty of Iahabad? Every 
thing, upon your own. prinaples, was tight and jut 
and legal up to that year.* “‘It was neceffty, not 
* choice, that had involved the Eaft-India Company 
‘Sin war’—"« They bore their own expences, dat 
they conquered for the ftate,” (i.e. the prefent Miniftry ; 
and that part of your fentence has the merit of pro- 
phecy:) you cannot however deny, that the power 
of controul over all the politics of the Company’s 
territories abroad has virtually refted with his Ma- 
jefty’s Minifters ever fince 1773: fo that ¢hey feem 
implicated in all the caufes of forfeiture from theace 
up to the prefent day. But as a happy knack of re- 
conciling inconfiftent affertions may be one indifpen- 
fable qualification to a minifterial appointment, J will 
admit the doétrine of neceffity, in palliation of your 
palpable felf-contradictions: wifhing at the fame 
time that shey had been confined to objects of els 
national magnitude. In your allufion to the Bank, you 
ftand, I think, alone, at leaft on the minifterial fide of 
the Houfe. Much has, no doubt, been faid and felt 
without doors refpecting the danger to which the chat- 
‘ter of that foul of the fate would be expofed, if the pre- 
fent bili fhould afferd fo glaring a preeedentfor its vio- 
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dation. But your happy fecility of putting « queftioniis 
tafilence all our murmurs, and to calm all our.appre- 
‘henfions. ‘¢ If the Governors, (fays Woodfall for you) 
“ if the clerks, or other fervants of the Bank, had mif- 
** applied the public money; if they had abufed the 
“* truft repofed in them, if they had almoft brought 
“* the nation to ruin, would it be unjuft to ufe legif- 
<< lative interference for the public protection ?”—~No 
fyrely ; but then you fhould firft bring evidence of 
this mifapplication and breach of truft to the bar of 
the Houfe: you fhould prove not only that the 
Bank had done wrong, but that it had poffeffed 
within itfelf the means of doing right; you fhould 
prove that its acts had been all its own, and not 
liable to revifion, to reformation, or fuppreffion, by 
any fuperior authority; you fhould prove the fad 
both of the Bank’s mifbehaviour, and of the injury 
fuftained by the public; you fhould prove that your 
legiflative interference in behalf of the public would 
more than counterbalance the damage. that would 
refult to public credit by that very interference. 
Now, Sir, permit me the indulgence of a queftion ; 
it fhall be as fhort as your’s. If the rioters in 1780 
had-fucceeded in their attack on the Bank ; if in 
fpite of all refiftance made by the Directors, a mob 
had broken in and carried off two or three millions 
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in hard eafh, would the confequént dittref of tiie 
body have juftified the legiflature in violating ot 
annulling its charter ? Such is exa@tly the diftrefs of 
the Eafi-India Company, arifing principally from 
the loffes of trade and heavy expences incidental to 
the Jate riational war. It wants riothing but a little 
ready money, which the legifiature will not fuffer it 
‘to raife upon its own credit ; it is, therefore, by this 
cruel act, laid at the mercy of Parliament, and 
Parliament now ufes its power, acquired by a for- 
mer ftretch of power, in moft unmercifully abridging 
the rights of the Proprietors, and new model- 
jing (that is, annulling) the eharter——I am 
within bounds when I hint at the damage which will 
refult to public credit by this bill, Damage has 
already refulted. India ftock has fallen twenty per 
cent: Bank ftock (the moft folid and the moft un- 
fluctuating of all our funds) four per cent—the three 
per cents above two. Is not this a clear lofs to the 
whole mobied intereft of the nation ? a lofs, which 
you can never make up from the revenues of India, 
I repeat what I have faid in another place—that the 
produce of our territorial acquifitions in Afia can 
never be realized here but through the medium of 
the India trade. Until you can impert more goods, 
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aad snfure. their fale in Eunope, the country gentler 
gaen may gape for a decreafe of the land-tax, and 
the traders may petition fora recal of the ftamps, 
but you will not be able to alleviate in the {malled 
degree the burthen of either. It is demonftrable, 
that che Company already import as much merchan- 
dize as they can poflibly difpofe of ; and that if more 
were brought to market, their price would fo excee- 
dingly diminifh, as not only to abforb all the profits 
of the trade, but even the capital. Twenty ats upon 
the prefent plan will neither fo much benefit the Pro- 
prietors nor the public, as one which would decifively 
and effecfually eradicate the practice of fmuggling. 
In the article of tea only, the Company is faid to 
be defrauded of 1,000,000 per annum. Here is a 
fabjet for the difplay of patriotifm, for the exercife 
of talents. Prevent this fraudulent occupation, and 
you will then have done fomewhat towards deferving 
the wonderful falaries which yourfelf and your re 
lations enjoy from the public purfe. wr: 


You have been pleafed to confider the oppofition 
which has been made to the propofed India bill, as 
proceeding rather from an eager defire to overfet the 
prefent Miniftry, than from a conviction of the vio- 
lence 
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lence of the meafure. ‘*< to effet their removal,’ 
fay you, (I quote from Woodfall) “ no means, 
** however unjuftifiable, no acts, however unprece- 
“* dented, have been fcrupled to be practifed, or 
“ left untried.” I moft humbly conceive, Right ho- 
nourable Sir, that it is very poffible to oppofe a mi- 
nifterial bill in Parliament upon principle, upon 
confcience, vpon conviction: that it is very decent, 
perfectly juftifiable, and by no means unprecedented, 
to prefent an account at the bar, when a matter of 
account is to be argued: and that thofe perfons who 
think their fortunes or privileges endangered by the 
operation of a new bill, are at liberty to publith 
their thoughts upon the fubjeét, pending the difcuf- 
fion of the bill in either houfe. Unjuftifiable means, 
and unprecedented aéts, I take to be fuch as the fol- 
Jowing ; an infidious advertifement promifing 1000 
guineas for a writer’s place at Bengal — The offer 
‘of 1001. for difcovery of the writer of an incendiary 
letter, wich moft affuredly was never written — 
The induftrious circulation of idle and groundlefs 
ftories of the Governor General’s death, of his being 
crowned king of Bengal, or of his having involved 
the nation in a new war— An exclufion of impat- 
tial {or if you will, anti-minifterial) difcuffions on 
fubjéts 
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fubjefts of national import. tice, from the daily fpa- 
pers, by money.— By whom, and for what purpofe, 
fuch acts have been applied (and the fatts alluded 
to are of the moft open and barefaced notoriety) it 
becomes not me to conjecture; but I will whifper in 
yourear, that they do not come from the oppofers of 
the bill. 


As it is perfectly underltood, Sir, by the public, 
that in the prefent addrefs I am not guilty of an un- 
neceffary, voluntary, or officious prefumption, that 
I now write merely in conformity to the known func- 
tions of my miffion, and from no perfonal motive 
whatever, 1 cannot lay down my pen without advert- 
ing to afew circumftances, which, though not imme- 
diately contained in the /peech I have juft done my- 
felf the honour to difcufs, are yet intimately con- 
nected with the fubject before us, are of the ut- 
moft confequence to my Principal, and are generally 
allowed to proceed from you. A moment’s reflection 
will inform you that I allude to the eleventh Report 
from the Sele& Committee. So criminatory a perfor- 
mance, fo artfully interwoven with hints of miyfteri- 
ous concealment, with infinuations of guarded cor- 
ruption, with mutilated extras, and partial deduc- 
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tions, has not, I believe, been frequently expofed to 
public notice. It is not without concern, Sir, that 
I have perufed this fingular produétion, becaufe, as 
you pointedly ftate in the work itfelf, ‘* Mfr. Scott 
“ profeffed bimfelf perfeéily uninfirufted upon almoft 
“< every part of the fubject.” 1 now again affure you 
in the moft folemn manner, that I have never re- 
ceived the {malleft inftruction upon the tranfactions 
alluded to in your Eleventh Report, and that this 
total filence of Mr. Haftings to me on the feveral 
articles #bere exhibited, conveys to my mind an irre- 
fiftible conviction of his perfect innocence. As you 
have obligingly recorded my incapacity to defend my 
Principal on points where he never expected an at- 
tack, it would have been worthy of Mr. Burke’s 
known humanity to have farnifhed the public with at 
leaft all thofe flender documents that do /ubjjt, to 
have generoufly affifted my incapacity by the com- 
munication vor thofe lights which enabled im to fee 
his way fo clearly through the mift of the prefent 
bufinefs, so have publifbed the Appendix together with 
the Report. At fuch a critical moment to with-hold 
fo confiderable and fo neceffary a part of the evi- 
dence, for twelve days already, and I know not how 
much longer the delay may endure, would in any 
other 
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other man have been deemed cruel, indelicate, and 
unfair, Of circumftances fo infidioufly arranged, 
fo partially worked up, and fo imperfey dif. 
played, men can hardly have the chance of form- 
ing a liberal, candid, and favourable opinion: that 
they are myfterious at beft, that they are fo ufor- 
tunately obfcure, as to be incapable of fatisfactory 
explanation in their prefent ftate, 1 readily acknow- 
ledge, andI have already acknowledged it to your 
Committee; but it is now incumbent on me to an- 
nounce, what in juftice you ought to bave an- 
nounced in the Report, that Mr. Haftings has in- 
formed the Court of Directors of his sreadinefs 
to anfwer all queftions refpecting his receipe and 
difpofal of prefents “* upon bis honour and upon his 
cath”? It will be too late to read this fix months 
hence in your Appendix ; your turn will have been 
long ferved, and the prejudice you intended to raife 
will have had full time to operate. But fuch con- 
cerns of the Governor General as relate to money, 
are out of my department; I can only declare upon 
my confcience and before God, that I know his for- 
tune in England to be quite incompetent to his rank 
in life, that I never knew him to have expended a 
fhilling in the purchafe of any corrupt influence ri- 
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ther here or abroad —that no grounds have ever 
been traced on which to féund a plaufible fafpicion 
of any fach tranfaction, 4nd that I will ftake my life 
npon His integrity. 

I hall now, Sir, take my leave, with profound 
acknowledgements for the very polite and liberal man- 
ner in which you were pleafed yeferday to turn me 
out of that moft humane, impartial, juft, and free 
aflembly, the Selec Committee. My intrufion pro- 
ceeded from the miftaken notion that Your’s was an 
open Committee. 

I am, with all refpeét, 
Right Honourable Sir, 
Your moft obedient, 


Humble Servant, 


JOHN SCOTT. 


LONnpDGs, 
December $ 3 1984, 
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T H E.-controul which the Supreme Coun. 
cil of Bengal holds over the other Prefiden. 
cies, makes the members of that Government 
in fome meafure refponfible for the peace of 
India. It will appear very clearly, upon en- 
quiry, that the Governor General and Coun- 
cil exerted themfelves to the extent of the 
powers vefted in them by the Legiflature, to 
avert thofe misfortunes which have been ex- 
perienced upon the coaft of Coromandel ; but 
that a war with a country power fhould have 
been commenced with fuch circumftances of 
difgrace to our arms, was not apprehended, I 
will venture to fay, either by the Supreme 
Councjl or by any man in India. 


a 2 ' Much 


fv J 

Much pains have been taken in India, and 
the fame: efforpe will. donbtiefs be‘ ufed in 
England, to attribute every unfortunate event 
upon the coait, to the Mabratta war; which, 
by fome in Bengals ard by moft of the gen- 
tlemen in Madras, has been denominated Mr. 
Haftings’s war. The Court of Directors, 
who, perfe&tly acquainted with the eircum- 
ftances which led to the war, highly ap- 
proved of the conduct which the Governor 
General took in it, will, doubtlefs, do him 
the juftice to contradi& this affertion. 


In the following iketch I mean‘te relate 
the events which led to a war which, from 
the year 1778, uniformly fuccefsful on our 
part, muft have produced an honourable and 
advantageous peace many months ago, if the 
invafion of the Carnatic, the deftruGion of 
athird pert of our army, and the expectation 
of a French armament, had not given frefh 
fpirjts to a vanquithed enemy. 


Upon other articles the conduét of the. 
Governor General has been groffly mifrepre- 
fented : it may net therefore be unacceptable 
to his friends, to relate, 2s concifely as the 
importance of the fubjett will ailmit, the 


ptin- 
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principal tranfaGions in Bengal, from the pe- 
riod of his arrival in February, 1772, to the 
day of my departure from Bengal the oth of 
January, 1781; firft premifing that I will 
not advance a fingle fa& which I cannot 
prove, either from my own knowledge or 
from autaentic documents now in my pof- 


{effion. 


No man has more feverely fuffered from 
unjuft and liberal infinuations than Mr. 
Haftings; nor has any man lefs deferved 
them: fince, even in his own jufttfication, 
he has carefully avoided all perfonal reflec- 
tions, It is much to be lamented, that the 
public has fuffered as well as Mr. Haftings, 
by the imprcffion which fuch infinuations 
did at the time make upon the Court of 
DireG@tors; for to what other caufe can it 
be owing, that, for fo many years, they 
with-held their confidence from a man they 
once thought fo worthy of it? Confcious of 
the rectitude of his own actions, he has 
been too little folicitous to ftem that tor- 
rent of calumny and abufe which his oppo- 
nents have fo liberally beftowed upon him. 
It is now high time to refute thefe calum- 
nies. J do pot )efitate to declare, nor am I 
+3 a appre- 
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naiPharieai of committing myfelf too far 
by fuch a.declaration, that to render our pof- 
{effion of Bengal of confequence to the Brie 
tith nation, Mr. Haftings muft be fupported, 
and with effect, both by Government and the 
Eaft-India Company. ‘The event will prove 
that my judgment has not been warped by 
my private affections. 


Ferrvars, 
LTO. 


JOUN SCOTT. 
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PREFACK 


P R E F A C E 


TO THE 


SECOND EDITION, 


I N the prefent very critical and important 
fituation of the affairs of the Eaft-India Com- 
pany, a re-publication of the following Nar- 
rative, which has long ago been out of print, 
may perhaps not be unacceptable to the 
Public, as I have ftudioufly confined myfelf 
to a relation of fuch faéts as are of public no- 
toriety, or are capable of complete proof 
from the records at the India Houle. It has 
been, of late, too much the fafhion to mifre- 
prefent the condué& of our countrymen in In- 
dia, and to affert that Bengal is going faft to 
decay. — I confcientioufly believe that the 
merits of the Governor General, and his 
Council, from the commencement of the war 
in the Carnatic, to the date of the laft dif- 
.patehes from India, will fecure to them the 
applaufe 
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spplaufe of the candid and difpaffionate part 
of mankind, when the prejudices which haye 
been indufirioufly raifed by artful and defign- 
ing men fhall ceafe to operate : — and from 
every obfervation ] was capable of muking 
in the courfe of fifteen years refidence in 
Bengal, I am convinced that thet country 
has very confiderably increafed in population 
and manufactures, from the year 1767 to 
1781, although a famme in 1770 {wept away 
a third of its inhabitants. Since that period 
the Company has been involved in a very ha- 
zardous and expenfive war; and for a confi- 
erable time our army in the Carnatic was 
fed as well as paid from Bengal. ‘The afto- 
nifhing refources of that country, and the 
abilities of the men wha have governed if, age 
now generally known and acknowledged; 
and however the calamities of war may have 
defolated the Carnatic, it is certain that at 
no period has Bengal enjoyed a greater degree 
of internal profperity than during the govern- 
ment of Mr. Haitings. “The Narrative is now 
contintied to the pesiod of the lateft accoynts 
we have received from India. en 


JOHN SCOTS. 
awabnatevg. 


Qussw Soyang, 
Jane 4, 1784. 
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M R. Haftings was appointed by the Court of 
Directors to fucceed to the Government of Bengal, in 
the month of April, 1772, immediately after the 
great famine. They were alfo pleafed to inveft him 
with fome extraordinary powers, not heretofore veft- 
ed in a Governor, from a conviction, that if their 
affairs there were yet retrievable, Mr. Haftings, 
(whofe perfeverance, firmnefs, and integrity, both 
in Bengal and Madras had been remarkably con- 
fpicuous,) was the moft proper perfon to be em- 
ployed in fo arduous an undertaking. It is well 
known that the Government of Bengal was from 
various caufes at this time reduced to the greatett 
diftrefs. The late Governor, though a moft amiable 
and refpectable character, poffeffed neither the vigour 

B or 
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the Members of his Council fubmittted to the con- 
tinuance of evils which Ahey wanted either the 
power or the inclination to reform. The Company’s 
annual ’ expefices in’ Bengal Gonfidlerabty exceeded 
their revenues; and although bills had been drawn 
upon the Court of Directors for more than a mil- 
lion fterling in 1770, there ftill remained a bond debt 
of a rfiillién and a half fterfing, due to individuals 
in Bengal. There was a profpect alfo of this bond 
debt being monthly increafed to the degree, that the 
expences and the inveftment exceeded the actual re- 
venues af the provinces. 

So fupine a Government muft have funk of itfelf 
in a few years. That this was the real ftate of pub- 
lic affairs at Bengal, when Mr. Haftings arrived 
there, is known to every man at that time in India 
Tn April 1772, he fucceeded to the chair, and, ar- 
duous as the tafk of reformation is in all countries, 
but more particularly in Bengal, be inftantly began 
upon it. The exceffive civd charges in Calcutta 
were retrenched, unneceflary appointments were abo~ 
lifhed, and that fpiric of extravagance and diffipa- 
tien which hsd pervaded all ordgrs of men, was fup- 
prefiad, both by precept and example. 

Nothwithftanding oppofition from many indivi- 
duals, Mr. Haftings fteadily purfued his plan of re- 
formation, regardlefs of the perfonal obloquy which 
astended it, and in lefs than a month from hie a0 
ceffion to the chair, the face of affairs was cotally’ 

altered. 
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valtered. Every refolution of Government was car- 
ried into effect with a promptitude and {pirit which 
did honour to its executive members, 

The Court of Direétors at this time determined 
to ftand forth themfelves as Dewans of the provin- 
ces, through the agency of their own fervants; and 
Mr. Hattings loft no trme in carrying orders {0 be- 
neficial to the Company into execution. He pro- 
ceeded to Moorfhedabad, the refidence of the Nabob 
and the native officers of the Government, attended 
by three Members of the Board, with an intention 
to inveftigate the ftate of the revenues, to reduce 
the charges incurred in the collection of them, 
and to eftablifh provincial Courts of Juftice, which 
might prevent thofe acts of oppreffion and arbitrary 
power that had hitherto been fo much complain- 
ed of. * 

Unfortunately for the Company in this, as in 
many other inftances, Mr. Haftings had not the 
power to carry his whole plan into execution; but 
thofe regulations which he did eftablifh will ever 
remain as the ftrongeft proofs of the extent of his 
genius, and of ‘the laborious attention he paid to 
every point which could in the leaft degree contri- 
bute to fecure the natives of Bengal in the poffefion 
of their property. 


* It was at this period, that Muny Begum was appointed the 
guardian of the young Nabob, and the Court of Direétors, as foon 
as they heard of the appointment, expreffed their approbation ¢ of it 
in very warm terms, 
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The fame unremitting attention was paid to 

public bufinels, on his retirn to Calcutta; and the 
Court of Directors were very early in their acknow- 
ledpements of Mr. Haftings’s fervices, and of* the 
‘beriefits which were derived from them. 
‘ At the clofe of the year 1772, a new fcene was 
opened in Bengal. To the fpirited and decided part 
which Mr. Haftings then took in foreign politics, 
are the Company and the Britifh nation indebted 
for the dominions and the extenfive influence which 
they now enjoy in Indoftan. To fet this matter in 
its true point of view, and not with a defign to re- 
fiec&t upon the political conduct of any perfon, it is 
neceflary to revert to the period of Lord Clive’s go- 
‘vernment. 

The Eaft-India Company’s affairs were fo tho- 
roughly inveftigated by a Committee of the Houfe 
of Commons in 1772, whofe proceedings have fince 
been made public, that it is needlefs to relate the 
fteps by which we have arrived at our prefent 
power in India, The Company’s agents in Ben- 
gal were irioffenfive and reputable merchants when 
they were attacked without provocation, by that 
moft defpicable of tyrants, Surajah Dowlah, the 
prandfon of an ufurper: They were at firft driven 
from their poffeffions, but had afterwards the good 
fortune to fee their perfecutor vanquifhed and de- 
pofed: His fucceffor, Meer Jaffier, whé owed his 
pfomiotion entirely to us, beheld the increafé of 
our power with a jealous eye, and concerted a 
Scheme with the Dutch for our deftruction. The 

oe . firmnefg 
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firmnefs of Colonel Clive defeated the proje&t, and 
in the facceeding Government it was neceffary to 
depofe the Nabob. <A chain of well-known events 
brought on a war with the fucceffor, and his refto- 
ration. In one campaign, Coffim Ally was driven 
from the provinces. Sujah Dowlah, Nabob of Oude 
and Vizier, unprovoked by us, invaded Bahar; 
he was defeated, and had thrown himfelf upon our 
mercy at the time that Lord Clive returned to 
Bengal in 1765; his Lordfhip dictated his own 
terms to the King, Sujah Dowlah, and the young 
Nabob of Bengal. We had certainly a right to 
retain the poffeffion of countries which we had con- 
quered in a juft and neceffary war, and Lord Clive 
undoubtedly gave the Princes of Indoftan a con- 
fpicuous proof of his moderation, when he only 
required fifty lacks of rupees from the Vizier as 
a compentation for the reftoration of his country, 
and the ceffion of Benares. 

By the treaty which his Lordfhip concluded with 
the King, he guaranteed to him the poffeffion of 
the provinces of Corah and Allahabad, aud engaged 
to pay him twenty-fix lacks of rupees annually from 
the provinces of Bengal. Perhaps all the objec- 
tions to fo fatal a drain of fpecie from Bengal 
did not then occur to his Lordfhip, or Patna or 
Monghier would have been fixed upon as the place 
of his Majefty’s refidence. In this cafe, the evils 
which have fince befallen the unhappy monarch 
would have been prevented, and our provinces con- 
fiderably benefited, by having the amount of the 
tribute annually circulated in them. Still the con- 

dition 
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dition implied in the treaty was undoubtedly, that 
his Majefty fhould refide under our immediate pro- 
tection at Allahabad, which he quitred in June, 
17741, at the inftigation of the Marattas, who had 
engaged to conduct him to Delhy; a project this 
prince had much at heart. 

By leaving Allahabad, he quitted our protec. 
tion, and Myr. Haftings, who arrived in Bengal 
early in the next yaar, very juftly concluded, that 
the firft ufe which the Marattas would make of 
thejr royal gueft, would be to extort from him 
the provinces of Corah and Allahabad. He had 
authentic intelligence foon after, that grants of thefe 
provinces were actually made to them and figned 
by the King ; and if his Majefty’s commands were 
at all events to be obeyed, we might be required 
in another year to evacuate Bengal. The danger 
that was to be apprehended from having the Ma- 
rattas (not at that time broken by inteftine di- 
vifions) fo near us was early forefeen, and wifely 
guarded againft, by an alliance with Sujah Dowlah, 
which being concluded on the firm bafis of mutual 
intereft, was in na danger of being violated. 

It 1s well known that this Prince had been con- 
fidered as a difaffected Ally during the govern. 
ments of Mr. Verelft and Mr. Cartier. By his 
conduct in 1768 he had fo far excited the fuf- 
picions of a majority of the Sele& Committee, 
that they deputed * two of their members, and a 
gentleman of the Council, to expoftulate and to treat 


* General Richard Smith, Mr. Carer, and Mr. Ruffell. 
at by a » & with 
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with him. in Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration he be- 
came a moft ufeful and valuable ally.” 

When Mr. Haftings fucceeded to the Government, 
the province of Bengal had been nearly exhaufted 
of its circulating fpecie, by the anntai tribute of 
twenty-fix lacks of rupees to the King, by the re- 
mittances in filver to China, to Madras, to Bom- 
bay, and to Europe; net a rupee of which ever 
returned again; by the total ftop which was put 
to the importation of bullion from Europe, 
in confequence of the great increafe of our 
own inveftment, and the fupplies which were af- 
forded to foreign companies, by the fervants of 
the Company, who had no other means of re- 
mitting their fortunes to Europe; the fatal ef- 
feéts of which Mr. Verelft had forefeen, and re- 
prefented very fully to the Directors in a feries 
of letters which do great honour to his abilities 
and forefight. 

The regulations which were framed by Mr. 
Haftings on his acceffion to the chair, although 
they immediately contributed to the happinefs of 
the natives, and would in time prove highly bene- 
ficial to the Company, were not efficacious to re- 
lieve their prefent wants. The diftrefs of the Di- 
rectors for cafh at home was very great; they 
had been obliged to have recourfe to Parliament 
for affiftance, in confequence of the large drafts 
which had been made upon them from Bengal. 
Their chief dependance was upon Mr. Haftings 
to extricate the Company from their difficulties, 


both in Europe and in Afia. Their confidence 
Was 
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was not mifplaced, and their moft fanguine eX~ 
pectations were fully anfwered. Foreign trade was 
encouraged to a greater degree than had before 
been known*, and a new commerce, by the way 
of Suez, was opened in confequence of the en- 
couragement given to it by Mr, Haftings, which 
promifed a relief to the languid circulation in Ben- 
gal, opened a quick communication with Great 
Britain, and has fince been of the moft effential 
advantage to us. Duftucks were abolifhed in the 
provinces, and every fpecies of undue influence 
fupprefled as far as the authority of Government 
could fupprefs it. 

The King, as I before obfervet, having ceded 
Corah and Allahabad to the Marattas, it became 
a queftion, whether we fhould tamely permit them 
to take pofleffion of thofe provinces with the prof- 
pect of Bengal being invaded the following year, 
or inftantly fecure them. The latter refolution was 
taken, and a member of the Council was deputed 
to form an exact ftatement of their revenues ia 
May, 1773. The King was at this time a prifoner 
at large at Dehly, flighted and defpifed by the Ma- 
rattas, who propofed to invade the dominions of Sujah 
Dowlah, by the route of Rohilcund. To prevent 
this invafion, the firft brigade, confifting of one re- 
giment of Europeans, fix battalions of Seapoys, 
and twenty pieces of cannon, had formed a junction 


* In 1773, Mr. Haftings deputed Mr. George Boyle to Thibet. 
He was very hofpitably received by the Grand Lama, where he re- 
fideg above a year : a communication has fince been kept up between 
the two countries, which is highly advantageous to Bengal, and 
promifes to be fill more fo in future. 

with 
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with the troops of Sujah Dowlah and the Rohillas, 
and were advancing towards the banks of the Gan- 
ges, by forced marches. The Marattas, who had 
forded that river, recroffed it with precipitation, as 
we advanced, were purfued, and prevented from 
doing any other damage than the plundering and 
burning a few inconfiderable villages in Rohilcund. 
When the approach of the rains {welled the Ganges, 
our troops returned to Oude. This expedition laid 
the foundation of the Rohilla war, of which I thall 
fpeak more fully hereafter. 

Sujah Dowlah had repeatedly and earneftly fo- 
licited a perfonal conference with Mr. Haftings, to 
which he confented, and met him at Benares, in 
September, 1773, a few months after we had taken 
poffeffion of Corah and Allahabad. 

Te was at this time that Mr, Haftings conclu- 
ded the treaty of Benares, which in its confequen- 
ces was fo extremely beneficial to the Eaft India 
Company. 

The principal articles were the ceffion of Corah 
and Allahabad to the Vizier, the increafe of the 
fubfidy, and our engagement to affift him in the con- 
queft of Rohilcund. 

The nominal revenues of Corah and Allahabad 
were twenty-five lacks of rupees per annum; 
but the actual callections fell greatiy fhort of this 
fum: nor could any collections be made without the 
affiftance of a ftrong military force. Several dif- 
affected Zemindars were to be reduced; and thefe 
provinces were feparated from our other poffeffions 
by the Zemindary of Cheyt Sing, the Raja of Benares, 

ae at 
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gt that tite & tributary co Sujah ‘Dowlah. ‘My. 
Haftings, after the matureft refléction, confented to 
cede thefe countries to Sujah Dowlak, in confideta- 
tion of his paying fifty lacks of rupees td the Com- 
pany. This arcicle of the treaty-was highly appro- 
vec of by the Court of Dire&ors. 

We were bound by Lord Clive’s treaty with the 

Vizier to affift him with a military force, and he was 
to pay thirty thoufand 1upees* a month for a com- 
plete brigade ; which was fuppofed to be equivalent 
to the additional expence incurred in the field, 
though it was in fact very ihaGequate to it. Mr. 
Haftings thought, and with juftice, that Sujah 
Dowlah fhould pay the whole expence of an army 
acting at his requifition, or a fum equivatent to it. 
This he confented to, and it was fixed at two lacks 
and ten thoufand rupees a month.~ This alteration 
was warmly approved by the Directors. 
» The articles by which the Company were engaged 
ro affift the Vizier in the conqueft of Rohilcund, 
however feverely attacked both in Bengal and in 
England, may certainly be defended on the ftritteft 
grounds of policy and juftice. 

The Rohillast were a tribe of Afghan Tartars, 
who about twenty-fix years before this time in- 
waded and conquered a large and fertile tra& of 
country lying to the eaftward of the Ganges, boun- 

ded 
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, ¥ Dow’s Hiftory of the Decline of the Mogul Empire, publithed 
in a P- 37) gives this account of the Rohillas: “ In the year 
944, Ali Mahummud, a Patan ef the Rohilla ‘tribe, a faldier of 
fortune, and oative of the mountains of Cabaliftan, begun to xppeat 
in 
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ded on one fide by the north-eaft frontier of Oude, 
and on the other by what are calle] che Cachmere- 
hills, which are a continuation of chofe mountains 
that feparate Bengal from Thibet. Some of the 
original invaders of this country are yet living. 
The fixed inhabitants are Hindoos. The Rohillas 
ate Muffulmen and foldiers toa man. The revc- 
nues were regularly collected and divided amongft 
the different chiefs, of whom the moft confiderable 
were Fyzula Cawn and H»ffez Hamet. The Vizier 
had long beheld, with great mortification, the fer- 
tlercent of the Rohillas in a dift-i& which had for- 
merly been dependant upon Oude; but as our 


in arms. He had fome years before come to Dehly, and was enter- 
tained in the fervice of Mahummud Shaw, and the command of a 
fmall diftri€t between Dehly and Lahore was conferred upon him ; 
here he entertained all vagrants of his own clan, who came down 
in queft of military fervice from their native mountains; not paying 
his rent, Hernind, the Fogedar, to whom he was accountable, 
saifed 15000 mento expel or chafiife him ; he wes defeated with 
great flqgughter, and thus Ali laid the foundation of the Rohille 
government. Upon this defeat, the Vizier fent 30,000 men under 
his fon againit the rebels. Each fide aveifs to a decifion by battle, 
a treaty was concluded, whereby Ali was to keep the country before 
governed by Hirnind, upon paying the ancient revenues to ‘the 
Crowa: no payment was made, and Ali continued to ftrengthen 
himfelf, and ravaged the neighbouring country to fubfift his army : 
at lat the monarch himfelf was obliged to take the ficld. Ali thut 
himfelf up in Bangur, where he was obliged to capitulate. He was 
¢earried a prifoner to Dehly, where he remained fix months; at the 
eud of which the Patans not only obtsiacd him his releafe, but thg 
Feugedarfhip of Sirhind. There he maintained himfelf, and cql- 
ledting his difperfed tribes, kept poffeffion not only of Suhind, but 
feveral diftriéts between the riveis, and bevond the Ganges, without 
remitting one rupee to court.” ‘ibis happened in 1747. 

ae  * C2 Govern- 
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Governmene tind entertained fo ftrong-a-:éalmily of 
“fils power, ‘previdus to Mr. Haftings’s acceffon, afd 
had kepeup a eorrefpondence with the Rohillas, he 
had ‘been prevented from fubduirg them ; and itis 
dife probable that he did got think himé&lf equal to 
“the conqueft of the country without our affiftance. 

A bafe infpection of the map will prove of hew 
much confequence it was, that the power in paffef~ 
fion of Rohilcund boule be in a ftri& alliance 
with us. 

The foil 4s fo fertile, that an arnry of Magrattas 
might fubfift in it for any length of time. It is 
full of ftrong forts for the fecurity of plunder; and 
from hence, in the courfe of one feafon, their rava- 
es might have been extended through the dominions 
of the Vizier into Bengal. When, therefore, the 
Marattas were matters of the King’s perfon and of 
Dychly, and threatened to invade the country of an 

' g@ity, whom by treaty, and from policy we were 
bound to defend, ic was abfolutely neceffary either 
to conclude a defenfive alliance with the Rohkillas, 
or to take pofieffion of their country. 

Many {mail ftates in Europe have been ‘precifely 
‘in the fame fituation. It was impoffible that they 
could remain neuter in our approaching rupture 
with the Marattas; and they concluded an affliance 
with the Vizier and the Company, by which ave 
engaged to procect their country from the ravages 
wf the Marattas; they on their part were to join 
ws with theit forces, und at the conclufion of the 
rampaign to pay forty latks of rupees, ds their pro- 
portion of the expences of the war. 


The 
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©» The Marattas, as 1 before obferved, did invade 
-Roehileund, but we arrived fo opportunely, that 
they were obliged to retreat very precipitately. The 
*Rohillas, as we advanced, peremptorily refufed to 
join us, and it was propoled to ftorm their camp ; 
which they prevented, by forming a junction when 
we were upon the point of carrying this defigs into 
execution.* 

On the return of our troops to Oude, the Vizier 
demanded the ftipulated payment of forty lacks, 
which at firft was evaded, and afterwards abfolutely 
refufed. 

Such was the ftate of this bufinefs when Mr. 
Faftings met the Vizier at Benares. 

That the Rchillas would dread the Vizier’s te- 
fentment, for this breach of faith cannot.be doubt- 
ed; and that, to gnard themfelves againit the effects 
of it, they would apply to the Marctras for affidt- 
ance was highly probable. In truth they did nego- 
ciate with them. I need not mention the many 
fural confequences with which fuch an alliance would 
have been attended. Succefs in the Rohilla war ex- 
tended and fecured the frontier of an ally; and it 
was founded on their breach of a treaty, to whieh we 
wtre. guarantees, and their alliance with his enemies, 

The advantages which the Eaft-India Company 
wére to reap from the war, were great indeed: Qur 
exhaufted provinces were to be relieved from the pay 


¥ Tc waa at this time that Sir Robert Barker denominased the Ro- 
helias the moft faitblefs and treacherous of men, and propofed that 
ye should put the Vizier in pofleflion of their country. 
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of a third part of our army during the fervice ; 
and we were to receive fifty lacks of rupees at the 
conclufion of it. 

The danger apprehended from an increafe of the 
Vizier’s power was merely ideal, as the event has 
fully proved. Mr. Haftings, who had ftudied his 
character, knew tt perfectly well, but the gentlemen 
at home, who had for a long tine been alarmed by 
accounts of the dangerous ambition and bigh jpirit of 
Sujai Dowlah, decmed every addition which we 
thight make to his power a meafure founded upon 
wroug policy*, Fortunately, however, for the Com- 
pany and the Britifh nation, the man who managed 
their political affairs in Bengal, clearly foiefaw, and 
fteadily purfued their true intereft. 

The Rohilla war commenced in 1774, the con- 
queft of the country was effected in {even months, 
and an equitable peace was concluded with Fyzula 
Cawn, the principal Rohilla chief, which has con- 
tinued from that period uninterrupted. 

I fhould exceed the bounds which I have ‘pres 
{cribed to myfelf, were I to enter into a detail of 
Mr. Haftings’s public proceedings from his return 
to Calcutta in September 1773, to the commence- 
ment of the new Government in October 1774, 
when his authority was effectually annihilated. But 


* Gencral Righard Smith’s letters to the Seleét Committee of 
Fort William, when he cammanded the army, contain ftrong ex- 
preffions of fufpicion againft Sujah Dowlah. It has Since been fully 
proved, that the General had cutixcly miftaken the Vizier’s real 
charxétcr. ” mS cc 4 
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the concurrent teflimony of the Enelifh gentlemen 
then in Bengal, the flourifhing ftate of the Com- 
pany’s affairs, the increafe of wealth, and the affec- 
tion fhewn by the natives to our Government, are 
ample proofs that every moment of his time was 
employed in purfuing the true interefts of his con- 
ftituents. 

In the year 1767, I have travelled four hundred 
miles through a country very thinly inhabited; the 
appearance of an European with his attendants ex- 
cited diftruft and apprehenfion, I have travelled 
the fame road fince that period; I then found it in 
high cultivation. The natives, fecure under the 
protection of humane and equal laws, were encteaf- 
ing in numbers, and no longer looked upon Englifh- 
men as enemies. 

It is certain, however clamour may have obfcured 
the truth, that the lower ranks of people in no 
part of the world live more happily, or are lefs op- 
ptefied than the natives of Bengal and Bahar. The 
abufes which exifted after our acceffion to the 
Dewanne, are more to be attributed to a defective 
fyftem of Government, than to the want of inclina- 
tion to correct them in the members of adminiftra- 
tions nor could thefe abufes be corrected until the 
Governor and Council were authorifed to break 
through the forms of a double Government. 

At Mr. Haftings'’s acceffion to the chair, he en- 
tirely new modelled the public offices, and alloted 
to cach its diftiné&t bufinefs. The mode of collect- 
ing the revenues, as well as the quantum to be col- 

| leCted, 
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bected, had heretofore beer repulated by the ReiGerit 
of the Durbar ad Mahomed Reza Cawn; att 
eves afer the eftablifhment of provincial ‘councits! 
Moorfhedabad continued the fear of Government: 
Bat when the double Government, as it has been 
properly called, was abblified, Mr. Haftings re. 
moved all the native officers of it to Catcutta, and 
brovght every department of finance inrmediately 
before the Gouncif. i “8 
His vegulations of the public offices, of the cot~ 
le@tions, and the various ceconémical reforms, 
which, notwithfanding the difficnities preventing, 
and the odiam confequent, he had effected in the 
hort fpace of thirty months, added to the fupply 
of treafure, which the treaty of Bengal afforded, had 
raifed the reputation of the government of Bengal to 
the higheft pitch, and the Company’s affairs, which, 
when he fucceeded to the chair, were thought to be 
wretrievable, bore the flrongeh afpett of affluence 
and profperity, The time however was now toine, 
when the abilities of the man who had done-fo 
souch for the Compshy were to be decried, and His 
character expoféd as a fubjedt for public derifion.’ « 
On the:1 9th of Oftober, General Clavering; Cols 
nel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, atrived in Caicutta; 
and with the Governor General and - Mr. > Barwell! 
compofed the Supreme-Council’ of Inliz. « e'Go- 
verninent contd Save cohtinenced under note‘ favdur- 
able cireotnftences. Our tresfiry wad Fis = 
grade folurifeed ew a “igreiter -deptte-than ‘hal eV 
been knows in’ Bengnly ~ lalatid chienstierod his Hele 
from 
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fanmn.pyery-wnpoliic reftricion. The reputating of 
ous armp-was preat, and the {upply of wealth to Great 
Britam by the invefiment (the only proper mode of 
enriching our native country from India) had ins 
creafed.every year fince Mr, Haftings came to the 
Government, The Gentlemen who then arrived 
from England, had no perfonal connections to 
gratify; they had not been bred up in the Coma 
pany’s fervice ; nor had they formed friendfhips, to 
which a {mall portion of their conftituents’s interefts 
might have foumetimes been facrificed; (human na- 
ture avill Gill be the fame!) and their own appoint- 
ments were fo ample as to preclude even the temp« 
tation to act from interefted motives. With fuch 
advantages, why has it happened that the British na- 
tion. has mot experienced all thofe good effects 
waich, the,wiidem of the Legiflature predicted when 
the Supreme Council of India was eftapnlithed? I 
fhall relate facts as they happened, without a with 
to reflect in the {mallect degree upon two gentle- 
men.of great honour and undoubted integrity, wha 
are now na more; and who, I think, would have 
heartily co-operated with Mr. Haftings, if much 
pains had not been taken to deceive them by defign- 
ing men, who unfortunately were but too fuccefs~ 
fal in io pernicious an undertaking. 

Although Mr. Haftings received an addition to 
his former tule by the act which conftimuted the Su- 
preme-Council, his powers were confiderably cur- 
tailed by the iaftructions of the Court of Direftors. 
Under thele carcumiftances, he was.at fir underer- 
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mined, whether to reften or ro retain the Gavern- 
ments; bur the violent condutt of a decided majo- 
rity determined him to remain in the chair at all 
events. 

The flame of appofition broke out with great vio- 
Fence at the fecond meeting of the Supreme Council. 
The Governor General, for the twaformation of his 
colleagues, drew up a clear and diftinét ftatement of 
our political firuation. Our alliance with the Vizier, 
the advantages which we had already received, and 
mipht in future expect to receive fromit. Our al- 
Hiances or connections with the native powers in Ia- 
doftan, and every other particular whicn it was ne- 
ceffary to communicate to gentlemen vefted with fo 
high a public truft, and who at the fame time were 
fo intirely uninformed with refpect to a country, 
which from that moment they were to govern. Ta 
elucidate fome part of his minutes, Mr. Hajftings 
delivered into the Board feveral extracts from Mr, 
Middleton’s letters, who had refided for {ome months 
by his appointment at the Court of Syjah Dowlah. 

A member of the Board immediately propofed 
that the Governor General fhould lay before chem 
the whole correfpondence of Mr. Middleton. This 
was fo direct an attack upon the honour of Mr. 
Haftings, that he abfolutely refufed to comply with 
the requifitios,; and from this moment commenced 
the attack upon his former adminifiration. 

They began with the Rohilla war, Ic was a.war, 
they faid, which would bring difhonour upon the 


nation, The money to be received, which they de- 
F clared 
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claned would never be paid, was the price of blood. 
Oar army was expofed, in the dominions of a trea- 
cherous ally, to the moft imminent dangers, and the 
majority determined to recall it immediately, pro- 
vided .the retreat could be effected with fecurity to 
our own troops, though at that time Fyz Ulla fill 
fiood owt; and by abandoning the Vizier, the fifty 
lacks which we were to receive from him would not 
have been demandable. 

By proceedings thus violent and unjuftifiable, the 
great advantages which have fince accrued to the 
Company had nearly been forfeited; but the earneft- 
nefs of the Governor General for a thort delay in the 
execution of thefe intemperate orders had fortunate- 
ly fome effect, The non-payment of the fubi idy 
due from the Vizier to the Company, was the prin- 
cipal caufe affigned for the recall of our army, al- 
though the bad policy of advancing our troops be- 
yond the Carumnaffa + was warmly infifted upon at 
the fame time. A part of the money due by the 
treaty was foon afer paid by the Vizier ; this pay 
ment, a9 well as that of the remainder, was repre- 
fented as the recovery of a defperate debt ; and it 
was confidently afferted, that the recovery of fo large 
a fum was owing to the firmnefs and refolution of the 
majority, though it had never been conceived that 
he meant to deduct any part of the payment. 

Mr. Middleton was immediately recalled from his 
ftation ; and Mr. Briftow, the confidentiai friend of 


* That river divides the province of Bahar from the provinte of 
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vide, -Franeity.cappeinted » Refidbnt: at. thes Veetee’s 
cant tn tis, c90r8, - 

' Tae Govermor General's conduct, in points whidl 
fied alseady been referred co the: judemens of the 
Court of Directors, was feyerely attacked: a moft 
melancholy pature was drawn of tho diftrefied -ftare 
of the provinces; the natives were faid to -aroan 
under every {pecies of oppieffion, and even murders 
to have bcen committed with impunity in our molt 
populous cities. 

To thofe, who for more than two years had lived 
under a Government, vigorous far beyond what had 
ever been known in India, foch a reprefentatian ap- 
peared extraordinary indeed.—-Or Mr. Haftings’s ar- 
rival, our dominions and our influence were bound- 
ed by the banks ef the Carumnafla. The Company 
was finking under the weight of a heavy bond debr, 
an expenfive civil eftabliihment, and an army which 
«oft roore than a million fterling annually, and which 
could not with prudence have been confidesably re- 
formed. When the majority of the Supreme Coun- 
cil affumed the Government, the bond debt was fa- 
diced, and funds provided for paying off the re- 
maiader; the public difburfements were regulated; 
the.pay of a third of our army was furnifhed by Su- 
jah Dowlab ; and by its remaining in Opde we jad 
a pnofpect of fill farther andvantages, whieh were 
aires ward realized. 

. Mr, Haftings, fealible of thele advansgges,, and 
of the falfchaod of rhe gloomy prelages of she-ma- 
gority, in bis separate lesters to the Durectoss, aflipred 

a them, 
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chem that their affairs were at no former peridé in 
fo flourifhing a fitu-tion; that they would receive a 
arpe mveftment ; the bond debt would be paid off, 
and 2 large fom retained in the treafury for emergea- 
ies im the courfe of the following feafon. 

“i. ‘The majority contradicted and ridiculed this re- 
prefentation ; but the event has proved that it was 
‘not snade without full confideration ; nor can it be 
denied that Mr. Haftings alone is entitled to the me- 
rit of paying off a debt of a million and a half, of 
referving an equal fum in the treafury of Bengal, of 
fupptying ‘Madras, Bombay, and China with cath, 
and adding very confiderably to the annual inveft- 
ment. Eis cival regulations in 1772, and his nego- 
ciations with Sujah Dowlah in 1773, have, in their 
confequences, fixed us fo fecurely in the poffeffian 
of Indoftan, from the fource of the Ganges to the 
Ocean, notwithftanding the temporary diftrefs under 
which we now labour, from Hyder Ally Cawn’s 
f\icceffes in the Carnatic, that we are in no danger 
of a-reverfe of fortune, except from internal difen- 
tions. 

In the condemnation of paft meafures, no public 
a&tof the Governor General’s was paffed over with- 
eitacomment. By giving up Corah and Allahabad 
#0 the Vizier, he fold what was the property of ano- 
ther; by with-holding the tribute which we were by 
treaty engaged to pay to the King, he forfeited thens- 
tlonal faith ; and even admitting that it would have 
‘been imprudent to furnifh his Majefty with fo large e 
fam, when he was a prifoner with the Marattas, it 
a owghe 
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"enghe at leaft to have been referved a8.a dtpofic im 
Cateutta: Probably the confequences of with-holde 
ing fech a fim as acrore of rupees from eirculas 
tron, when we could hardly find money for-our ner 
ceflary expences, was not confidered by the majoe 
rity. However, as the Court of Diretors in the 
firft letter which was received from them in 47749, 
very highly approved of the fale of Corah, and the 
non-payment of the tribute, no farther remarks 
were made on Mr. Haftings’s conduct in thefe 
points. 

I now enter, and I confefs with much regret, 
upon the conduct of the majority towards Mr, 
Haftings as a private gentleman, in which his re- 
putation was principally*concerned. I lament finy 
cerely that gentlemen of high honour and un- 
biemifhed charafters fhould have been fo war- 
ped by their preyudices. But fuch are the tatal ef 
fects of party fpirit. 

This attack was authorifed by a vety impoli- 
tic though well-meaning order of the Court of 
Directors; * That the Supreme Council fhould 
“ enquire imo paft abufes.” A fimilar onder 
hatd-beern given vo Mr. Haftings on his acceffion 
to she Government, and it is now neediefs to ja» 
ment the fatal confequences which were octa« 
fioed by an inattention to hs opiaion spon it. 
Mir: Haftings had found it impofible m dete& 
or ‘td punifh thefe who had abufed the confy 
@ence repufed fa them. ‘ Much valuable sme 
Was'lét, and stuch-odium incurred by. ane 
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Mir. Verelf{ and Mr. Cartier were men of honour, 
whofe public virtue could not be better proved than 
by the very moderate amount of the fortunes which 
they brought home with them. From varioug caufes, 
however, the Company’s affairs were in great confu~ 
fion ; and the Directors attributing it to the bad ma- 
pagement of their fervants in Bengal, were, witk 
reafon, anxious to detect thofe who were guilty, and 
therefore earneftly preffled Mr. Haftings to come 
mence a retrofpe& of their condu&t. But when the 
Supreme Council arrived in Bengal, our affairs were: 
in fo flourifhing a ftate, that fuch an order was furely 
unneceffary. 

I wisi quote Mr. Haftings’s opinion upon this fab 
ject ; 1t reGects the greateft honour upon him. The 
Jetter froon which I have taken the following extrad, 
is dated the 11th of November, 1773; and if aot 
received in London betore the departure of the majo~ 
rity of the Supreme Council, might have been tranf- 
mitted to them very fhortly after. 

‘¢ All my ifetters addreffled to your honourable. 
“ Court, and to the Select Committee, repeat the 
“ ftrongeft promifes of profecuting the inquiries iate 
** the conduct of your fervants, which you faad been 
“ pleafed to commit particularly to my charge, 
“ You will readily believe that I muft have been 
“ fincere in thofe declarations, fince it would have 
% argued great indifcretion to have made them, had 
* | forefeen my inability to perform them. I| find 
“ myfelf now under the difagreeable neceflity of 
 avowing that inability; at the fame tame that I wild 

“¢ boldly 
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«. baldiy take apog me to affirm, that on whemfoe 
*-ever yousnight have delegaved that charge, it, wauld 
“ have been ipdicient to occupy the entire attention 
¥ of shoe wha were enteufted with it, and cyan 
* with. all the aids of leifure and authority, wopld 

* have proved inafiectual, 1 dare appeal to the 
“ public records, to the teftimony of tho whe 
“ have opportynities of knowing me, and. crea to 
“* the detail. which the public voice can repeat of the 
“ paft afts of this government, that my time has 
“ been neither idly nor ofelefsly employed. Yet fych 
“ are the cares and embarrafiments of this various 
« flate, that aljhough much may be dgne, much 
«© more, even in matters of moment, muft remain 
“ pepledted, To fele& from the mifcellangous, heap 
* which each day’s exigencies prefents to our choice, 
“ thafe points on which the general welfare of your 
“ affairs mot effentially depends,-to provide expe- 
“ dients for future advantages, and guard againk 
‘* probable evils, are all that your admiuniftration:can 
“ faithfully promife to perform for your feryice, with 
“ their united labours moft diligently exerted.. They 
“ gannet look back without facrificing the objects 
of their immediate duty, which are.thofe af your 
‘*. iatenefts, to ufelefs refearches, which can produce 
* no real good, and may expofe your affairs .to.all 
the ruinous-cenfequences of perfonal. ennai 
* bosh hereend at -hame. 

. “, May I be permicted to offer it, ia. all deference 
#. and fubmuffign to. your commands, a6 my opinion, 
“shat whatever mpy Gave been the conduct of, jndi- 

‘ye bis viduals, 
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 vichrails,: of even of the collective members of 
“ gour former adminiftrations, the blame is not fo 
* much imputable to them as to a want of a princi- 
* pie of government adequate to its fubftance, and 
*' 4 coercive power to enforce it. The extent of 
* Bengal and its poflible refources are equal co thofe 
“© of moft ftates m Europe, Its difficulties are greater 
* than thofe of any, becaufe it wants borh an efta- 
* blithed form and powers of government; deriving 
“its actual fupport from the wnremitted labours 
“ aod perfonal exertions of individuals in power, 
“ inftéad of the vital influence which flows through 
* chechannels of a regular conftitution, and impereep- 
** tibly animates every part of it. Our conftitution 
“Fis no where to be traced but in the ancient char- 
“© ters which were framed for the jurifdiction of: your 
* trading fettlements, the fales of your exports, and 
“+ the provifion of your annual inveftments. I need 
« not obferve how incompatible thefe muft prove to 
“ the government of a great kiagdom, and for the 
*¢ prefervation of its riches from private violence, and 
* embezzlement. 
« Among your fervants, who for a courfe of years 
“ have been left at large, in pofieffion of fo tempt- 
* ing a depofit, it is not to be wondered at, that 
* many have applied it tothe advancement of their 
* own fortunes; or that thofe who. were poffefied of 
* abilities to introduce a fyftem of order, thouid 
*¢ have been drawn along by the general current ; 
« fince few men are formed with fo large a thare of 
“-public virewe as to facrifice their mtereft, peace, 
E and 
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% and focieh fecliige to it, an€ terbeein the-wérk of 
* seformatiod- en-thenricives, Ut Tos ee 
~ & § froutd- not Heve prefomedd 'ee-etepatiate-Gh 3 
# frimect of this nature, atthouvh thy own jaltiica- 
Pecion thas made it in forme meafurt aecefiry : but 
* thas your late-advices have piven ‘hepes that we 
* fhall fpeedily be furnifhed with your inffraQfons 
“ for eftablithing a fyftem of law and polity’, which 
“* we hrtherte want. Whenever this work fhall be 
€ accomplifhed on a foundation of confiftency and 
© permanency, 1 will venture to foretel, from the 
“. knowledge which I have of the general habits and 
* Mangers of your fervants, that you will have as 
*. fel inflances of licentioufacfs amongft your fer- 
« -wants as amongft the members of any community 
* in the Britifh empire.” 

What impreffioa this folid and econ¢lufive reafon- 
ang af the Governor General made upon the Court 
ef Directors is not known; but the Eaft-India Com- 
patiy would have felt the good effedts of it moft fen- 
fibly, if, 1n confequeace of this opinion, the Court 
af Directors had new-modelled their inftructions. 

+ The difagreementr in the Supreme Couacil became 
chegenctal fubjedts of converfation in India. New 
hapes and fears were excited in all—evety former 
tranfaction of Government was harfhly cenfured— 
and-he majority publicly declared, thet they expefted 
Mr, tfalings would be difmified with difgracé from 
his ftation, a4 foon ad their ceprefentations arrived’in. 


ANThen every at of Government’ wiiel -egdid be 
d@ibuted to Mr. Haftings had been canvafled, his 
puvate 


{ 35 3 


private charaQer was attacked, aud the man who bad 
filled che moft important ftations in India with ar uris 
blamifhed. repusation, whe might with eafe have ac- 
cawrplated a fortune of two hundred choufand pounds, 
during the many years that he wascefident at the 
Court of Meer Jaffier, but whe, ic is well kaown, 
geturned to bis native country without a competency, 
was publicly accufed of the moft flagrant acts of ra- 
pacity and extortion, and of having amaffed 2 fot. 
tune of four hundred thoufand pounds in little more 
then two ycars. 

Ta thofe who are acquainted with the moderation 
of Mr, Haftings’s character, with his negle& of his 
private intereft, this. accufation appeared as abfurd 
as it was ill founded; but the proof was at hand, 
and Nundcomar flepped forth to fuppo re what 
they had advancetl. It would indeed have been a 
~ryel circumftance if the oath of Nundcomar had 
operated ta the diladvantage even of 2 man as bad a8 
himiéelf, but that ig fhould bave had the leaft weight 
in the accusation of a character fo refpectable, and 
fo firmly eftablifhed aa the Governor General's; wilt 
hardly be credited whem the fpirit of parey had fub- 
fided : yet certain it 1s, that upon the affertion of 
thie wretch, the mejority fixed Mr. Haftings’s fet 
tune at forty Jacks of rupees. 

» Fo gentlemen at ell -converfane im the affairs of 
Bengal, she charadtes of Nundcomar was well know. 
Mr. Haftings had employed him on his firft.artival 
by the exprefs order of the Directors, to whom he 
badexplaiacd his fenriments of che man verp freely. 

2 He 
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He it fact ddretdid -co'ttiem ‘the parte Nundcomar 
vidild act, fever he-had an appervanicy, Cuptaig 
Swinton, %i hes evidence before a Committee of whe 
Plouké of Commens, declared char Nuaadcomar-had 
bite: repeatedly puilty ‘of forgeryy and-for thiscrime 
Perfoffered death in Auguft 17764 whether fridtly 
legally has beet queftioned, but ‘there never was a 
doubr of the fact of his being perjured, nor of -the 
majority knowing he was fo, when they — his 
fervice in aceufing Mr. Haftings. 

"Fhis man, before he was committed to cuftody, 
hadopened what may properly te called att infor- 
yogtion office in Calcotta. It was well known, that 
he 4s countenanced by the majority. I am very 
¢lenr thar neither General Clavering nor Colonel Mon- 
fon were aware of the dangerous ufe to which he 
would apply the power which he bad acquited ; due 
certain it is that the maft hberal encouragement wes 
given toinformers of every denotmuation by the tra- 
jority. Arcufations as abfurd as mnprobable were 
hourly received againft che Governor General s but 
aithough divelted of all power, although Nundco- 
fear was poffefled of the means of proving his guibr, 
hadhe really been guilty, afterthe fullef inquiry, wivd 
rewards ‘offered on-the one hand atid punithments de- 
nounced onthe other, in order toproctite the avidencs 
which he wanted'to criminate the Geskmor General, 
nothing appeared that refiected tither apors tty tron 
noys or bis iptegrity ; unlefs it could he deemed a 
geime to receive fom the Nabob 2 certain fixed fam 
fof his expences during his refidence.at Mouyfleeda- 
bad, in conformity to the cuftoms of the country, 

and 
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and to the examples which had been fet him by his 
predeceffors, Lord Clive, Mr. Verelft, and- Mc 
Cartier. It was acknowledged by Sir George Womb- 
wellan the General Court in 1776, that the allow- 
ance wasto be taken, amd chat if he had given the 
Company credit for it, he might have charged theur 
the expences of his progrefs : this allowance had been 
fettled by Lord Clive in lieu of purveyance. * 

Let it for a moment be fuppofed that Mr. Haf- 
tings had accumulated the large fortune which the 
majority fuppofed him to be poffeffed of. Was it 
made at the expence of the Ealt-India Company— 
had he added to the weight of their bonded debt— 
had he involved them in dangerous or expenfive alli- 
ances—had he neglected to make the neceflary remit~ 
tances of cafh to our other Prefidencies, or to China 
weor had he diminithed the annual inveftment to Eu- 
rope--there might have been fome excufe for inqui- 
ring into the amount of his private fortune, and how 
he amaffed it, But when this inquiry commenced, 
the Company’s bond debt of a million and an half 
was paying off ; fupplies had been fent to China, Fore 
St. George, and Bombay ; two additional fhips, the 
Anfon, and the Northumberland, had been taken 
upin Caloutta. So much was the inveftment in- 
ereafed; and the death of Sujah Dowlah gave us a 
profpect of a fall farther addition to our power, aur 
infuence, and our sefources. 

® General Smith muft know this flate of the fact to be corredct ; 
and he knows that He himfelf never paffed through Moorfhredsbed 
without receiving a complimentary prefint, agreeable to the cufom 
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However, I will take upon me to affirm, thas 
when the amount of the Governor General’s pri- 
vate fortuhe is known, it will appear to rhe mosh 
moderate inan in Engtand to be greatly inadequate 
cittier’ to thé length or to the importance of ,hig 
fervices. 

During thefe violent attacks upon the characheg 
of Mr. Haftings, all public bufinels was fufpended. 
Fhe inferior fervants of the Company were divided 
into parties, and after the example of the Prefidency, 
each Provincial Council had its majority, and mina. 
rity. Expenfive profecutions were commenced in 
the Supreme Courts of Judicature againft the Gover- 
nor General of India, who was reluctantly obliged, 
in vindication of his own honour, to bear a part in 
this difgraceful fcene. At a time when our domi- 
nions and our influence were fo greatly increafed, at 
a tithe when the gentlemen of Bombay had com- 
menced a war againit the Marattas, at a time when, 
the attention of every member of the Board fhould 
have been entirely employed in the confideration, of 
the great pelitical queftions which were before them 
—at this time, the Governor General and Council 
were attending as evidences or parties in a Court 
of Jaws Mr. Haftiogs in his own defenge,, and. the 
gentlemen of the majority, as guardians of the jn- 
terefts of the Eaft-India Company, ¢ to criminarg 
the foie who had fo effehtially ferved his confti- 
tuenits. 

So “faldtary’ Were the regultidhs which, Mey 
Biuttings had eftablifhed: fo firinly- was ‘the zvers— 
mhe fixed in all its pares, that acd 
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théfe edhappy ; diffentions, our affairs were af nQ for- 
mér period in fo flourifhing a fituation; and in the 
couife of the years 1775 and 1776, every promife 
Which the Governor General had made to the Court 
éf Ditectors was amply fulfilled. Whether this prof. 
perity was owing to Mr. Hafting’s regulations, and 
the political connections which he formed previous 
vo the rgth of October 1774, or to the abilitles and 
exertions of the Supreme Council fince that period, 
cah at once be determined by an examination of the 
Company's records. 

A treaty highly advantageous to the Company 
was concluded with Afoph ul Dowlah, by which 
the fovercignty of Benares, with all the rights and 
powers annexed to it, was transferred to us, and a 
nett revenue of twenty-four lacks of rupees acquired. 
Thecontinuance of a brigade in the Vizier’s domi- 
nions was another article of the treaty, and the fub. 
fidy fixed at two lacks and fixty thoufand rupees a 
month. Let not the Governor General be deprived 
of the merit of thefe important acquifitions, The 
majority would never have agreed to advance our 
troops beyond the bounds of the Carumnafla; they 
even were anxious to recal them immediately, and 
were only prevented from actually doing fo, by the 
earneft oppofition of Mr. Haftings. In either cafe, 
the death of Sujah Dowlah would have been at- 
tended with no advantages to the Company. The 
provinces of Oude, Corah, and Allahabad would 
have been torn by civil wars, and muft, in the end, 
have been fubdued, either by Nuzeph Cawh or the 
Marattas. 

In 
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In Septegnber,1776, Colonel Monpoa died. Na 


man was more ready to do juitice to that gentleman’s | 
abilities than Mr. Haflings, or more Gacerely e- 
menged the unhappy prejudices which he imbibed 
on his firtt arrival in Bengal. Bred a foldier, and 
having {erved git diftinguifhed reputation in India, 
he was admirably calculated for the command of our 
army in Bengal; to which had he fortunately been 
appointed, and confined to his profeffional duties, the 
Company would have experienced the good ef- 
fects of his return to India in a very fenfible 
degree. 

At this period too we received advice of the ex- 
traordinaty revolution at Madras. The Supreme 
Council were unanimous in their opinion of the 
meafures to be taken upon fo critical an occafion, 
and of the powers which Lord Pigot claimed, as 
Prefident of a Council in which he had only a Ccalt- 
ing voice when the numbers were equal. That the 
powers of @ Governor in India are very inadequate 
to the dignity of his ftation, and to the refponfibi- 
lity annexed to it, 1s beyondadoubr. ‘This was Mr. 
Elaffings’s opinion, and he expreffed it very freely 
io the Court of Directors, in the letter of which f 
have alreacy given an extra: but until chole powers 
ere enlarged, a Governor, with a majority agaifft 
him, muft be a meer cypher. The Governor Ge- 
neral had only taken upon him to break up the 
Council, when the majority had called Nundcomar 
before them, for the extraordinary purpofe of pre- 
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ferring a criminal accufation againtt their Prefident, 
and the firit Brith fubject in Indie. For this fall 
exertion of authority he was feverely reprimanded by 
the Court of Directors, and plainly informed, that 
he had no diftin&t authority annexed to his flation, 
but that all the powers of government were velted 
in a majority of the Board. Could the Governor 
General allow, that 2 law which was to bind him, 
was not of force when applied to the Governor of 2 
fubordinate prefidency? The Court of Directors’ 
fentiments on this fubject were of fufficient force to 
determine the Supreme Council, had the reference 
made to them by the gentlemen of Fort,St. George 
been a point of difficulty. 

ft wa$ neceffary to mention this unhappy bufinefs, 
becaufe Mr. Stratton has publifhed fome partial 
extratts of a private letter, which he received from 
the Governor General immediately after that revo- 
lutidn, from which it might appear that he was in- 
terefted “in the difpute, although he had not the 
fmallett perfonal concern in it. To thofe who 
have feen the whole letter, this explanation is un- 
neceflary. 

By the arders of the Company, wilely framed 
with 4 view to comply with Afiatic cuftoms, all po- 
litical negociations are conduCted through the chan- 
nel of the Governors of che different prefidencies. A 
native of India can have no idea of a participation 
of power, and he very naturally concludes that 2 
Governor is either abfolute, or has no power in the 
ftate aver whith he prefides. 

a F ‘Wher 


f 42 j 


When the connection of this government with 
Syjsh Domwlah was‘ more clofedy cemented, Mr. 
Haftings thought proper to appoint Mr. Nathatiel 
Middleton chis private agent at the court of that 
prince. When the Supreme Council was divided 
into two difting& parties, Mr. Middieton was recalled, 
and Mr, Briftow, the confsdential friend of Mr. 
Francis, appointer! in ins room. 

By this ftep she annihilation of the Governor Ge- 
neral’s political influence was completely proclaimed 
to every power in Indoftan. While Mr. Briftow 
remained at Lucknew, Mr. Haftings could only be 
looked upon as the conftrained mitrument of an 
authority raifed upon the ruin of his own. This 
evident truth will not be difputed by any man who 
has ferved in Indias from the period of Colonel 
Mosfon’s death to the’ time of Mr. Middleton’s re- 
appointment to the Vizier’s court, the attention of 
every man from Calcutta to Dehly was fixed upon 
this fingle point, as the criterion by which he was 
to judge, whether Mr. Haftings meant to retain or 
to give up the government. I do not reft the pro 
priety of this meafure upon the obligation which 
Mr. Hlafkings lay under, of doing an act of juftice to 
at.individual who had fuffered feverely for bis at- 
tachmest to him. But L-infift upon it, that the pub- 
lic fervice could not be carried on with effe@, while 
a5 opinion prevailed in Oude, that Mr. Haftings 
was upon the ‘polot of quirting, the chair; and fpch 
would have been the conclyfion had Mr, Briftow 
been permitted to remain chere. He was kouwn,to 

be 
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be the confidential friend of Mr. Francis; and howe 
ever Mr. Haftings might have approved of his con- 
dutt,- he cowld not give a perfon fo fituated his en- 
tire confidence, even admitting it poffible to anfwer 
the other objections, which I will venture to affirm 
are not to be controverted. 

The Governor General furely fhould not be ex- 
pected to conduc the complicated affairs of an ex- 
tenfive empire, where our countrymen bear fo very 
{mail 4 proportion in point of numbers to the na- 
tives, upon principles fo different from thofe upon 
which al] countries are regulated, and fo totally dif- 
ferent from thofe by which the late majority profef- 
fedly act-d. The late Mr. Playdell was deprived 
of the office of fuperintendant of the police (which 
was immediately given to the brother-in-law of Mr. 
Francis) for his activity in prefenting an addrefs to 
the chief juftice that was obnoxious to the majority*. 
Mr. Playdell complained bitterly of the ill ufage 
which he had received, but it was obferved in reply, 
that what had happened to him, was the chance of 
the worthieft men in England upon every change in 
adminiftration, and that no wife government would 
ever employ men in offices of truft under them, of 
of whofe attachment they were not very well affured. 


* Wrics had been attempted to be taken out, which would have 
reached every part of Bengal and brought natives to Calcutta; 
the Court sefufed them. This moderation and juftice procured 
them an addrefé of thanks from the different {ets of inhabitants at 
Calcutta, : : 
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°" fiould be deperidant por the: voling party’ inthe Su- 
“Spremié Counell.. Upon: this principle was Mri Fowke 
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death Ms, Hlaftings propafed to obtain the fulleft 
infarmation ef.the ftate of the country, that the re- 
venues might be fixed upan an equitable {cale: to 
afift him in the laborious tafk which he had im. 
pofed mpon himfelf, he had fixed ypon two gentle- 
men of diftinguifhed abilities and irrepraachable 
characters, whofe proceedings were to haye been 
laid before the Council at large, in whom was 
vetted the power and decifion upon every point. 
Much valvable information was procured and tran{- 
mitted to the Coust of Directors in confequence of 
this inveftigation, both as to the ftate of the country 
and its population and refources; but at that time 
it really. appeared fufficient to blaft every {cheme, 
however beneficial, that it was propofed by Mr. 
Hattings; The minority queftiened its legality; and 
General Clavering denominated it a trick to extort 
money from the Zemindars for the benefit of Mr. 
Haftings and his friends. 

The lat material ac&t of Mr. Haftings’s adminif- 
tration, previaus ta the death of General Clayering, 
was, the increafe of our military eftablithment; a 
meafure which has been attended with infinite ad- 
vantages to the public and to individuals, and has 
effeCtually fecured the continuaace of our influence 
in the exienfive dominions of the Vizier. To fet 
this matter in a clear point of view, and to free it 
from the falfe lights which may b¢ thrown upon it, 
I will briefly relate the eps whach.led.to wt ,. 

., §ujah Dowlah died in February 1775 Elia eldeft 
it, Afolph vi Dowlab, was declared she beir of his 
| father’s 


[ 46 J 

father’s dominions; but ‘he owed: his taceable fic. 
¢effion to the’Mofnud to the prefence df’ our army. 
{ntrigues § were isimediately formed apaintt him; and 
in his troops, mutinous and difaffe@ed, wére many 
officers in the intereft of his comypetitors. The Vi- 
zier, juftly alarmed for his perfonal fafety, which 
had frequently been endangered, difbanded the moft 
turbulent of his battalions, and applied to the Su- 
preme Council for Britifh officers to difcipfine thofe 
which he retained in his fervice. In conlequefce of 
this requifition, nine captains and thirty fubalterns 
were appointed to his fervice, and were to receive 
the pay of the rank next above that which they held 
in Bengal. No funds were fixed for the payment of 
thefé officers, or of the troops which they were to 
command ; fo that, in fact, this new eftablifhment 
was fubje& to alt thofe inconveniencies which it wag 
meant to redrefs. 

A General fpirit of mutiny broke out amongft the 
Vizier’s troops immediately after the arrival of our 
officers; this in fome batalions was carried to the moft 
alarming lengths. Many officers were fcized, con- 
fined, and threatened to be put todeath. The ftorm 
at length fubfided. ‘The principal mutineers were 
punifhed, and difctpline was in fome meafure re- 
ftored. Many however were the difadvantages 
which our fervice fuftained by rhis eftablifhment. 
The emoluments were fo confiderable to thofe who 
had the pood fortune to be appointed to the Vizier’s 
fervice, that it created a general {pirit of difcontent ; 


amonph our officers in Bengal, and trifling as die 
eftablith- 
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eftablifhment was in point of numbers, the expence 
of it fo far exceeded all bounds, that the Vizier was 
unable to keep it up, and ta difcharge his debt to the 
Company. Certainly a fervice in which the emolu- 
ments to individuals fo far exceeded thofe in our own, 
required fome regulations, Mr. Haftings had feen 
the bad effects of a fimilar eftablifhment in the Car- 
natic, andthe Company at this moment moft feverely 
feel it: upon Colonel Monfon’s death he propofed a 
remedy for them. 

On the principle that our interefts and the Vizier’s 
were thus clofely connected, Mr. Haftings brought 
his plan before the Board, which was, that three re- 
giments of horfe, three companies of artillery, and 
nine battalions of Sepoys, fhould be added to our 
eftablifhments, and with this addition of force we 
were to protect the Vizier’s dominions. The difci- 
plined corps in his fervice were to form this body ; 
and to fix them more firmly in our fervice, they were 
to take their tour of duty in our provinces, and to be 
fubjeét to the fame regulations with refpect to pay as 
the reft of our army. The Vizier was to appro- 
. priate certain fixed funds for the payment of thefe 
troops, fo that this important addition to our army 
was made without the {malleft expence to the Eaft- 
India Company. 

Beneficial as this plan muft appear, and to which 
only one objection could be urged, the difficulty of 
procuring the Vizier’s affent to it, it was vehemently 

oppoled, Mr. Francis contended, that all military 


arrangements fhould originate with the Commander 
10 
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in Ghief, alesough skis wes evidently 2 great polisit 
cal repalationof the higheit cenfequeeer, The Gee 
neral'sibjedtions were numerous. ‘Fhe Vizier’s con- 
fent was obtained through the agency of Mn Mid- 
dleton , the plan was foon after cersied into exeeu- 
tion, and has fo completely anfwered every good end 
which was propofed by it, rhat even thofe gentlemen 
who loft confiderably by the slreration, have bens 
candid enough to dectare, that fo a& of Mr. Haf- 
tings’s admuniftration redounds more to bit honour 
or % the Company’s advantage, than this eftablifh- 
ment, formed againft the opinion of the Commander 
in Chief, and the oppofition of Mr. Francis. 

The provinces of Oude, Corah, Allahabad, Re- 
hifcuad, and the Doab, haye been protected, the 
revenues have been colleéted, and the troops have 
been regularly paid from the day this eftablith- 
ment took place; and in the year ¥7B80, the gé- 
nérel relief of the army was elfededs by whech 
thefe new battalions Were brought ‘mte ovr prow 
vinctes, and relieved by an equal — from 
Bénpal. 

In Augut 1777, General Cleveriag, died. A than 
who? character nruft be always confidered with ec 
fpedt, ‘a his errors arofe from a’good prmeciple, tht 
hatred of corroption. He certainly brought with 
hitn ‘to Bengal a routed ‘prejndice-egainft the Com~ 
pariy’4 Feidnts i general, and. very wnydil ont 
epamft Mr. PYidines in: particule. The Court; of 
Birectors by’ thelt iadtru@tions, da*whith,: float gke 
Bett m motives, they acchaatiod a review of poltsresh 
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actions; opened fo-wide a -field for impefition; . that 
theGeneral’s prepudice3.were fill more confirmed by 
theamprabable teles which were hourly brought to 
hint" The violence of the majority abfolurely 
created-a party, where otherwife there would have 
been none. 

Mr. Haftings, through the whole courfe of his 
public life, had gtven the ftrongeft proofs of his in- 
tegrity and difintereftednefs ; Sir John Clavering’s 
has never been queftioned; had fome pains therefore 
been taken to unite fuch refpectable characters, the 
intention of the Legiflature in forming the Supreme 
Council would have been effectually anfwered ; but 
as it was, the firft impreffions which the General re- 
cerved, from a certain perfeverance in his temper, 
grew firanger every day, and the intereft of the Eaft 
India Company unhappily fuffered by it. 

Edo not mean to infer that no abules exifted ia 
Bengal when the Supreme Council arrived there. 
Let it be confidered that Mr. Haftings was the Pre- 
fident of a Council, in which he had a cafting voice 
only when the numbers were equal, confequently 
that he. would fomeumes be obliged to aceommodate 
his opinion to the fenfe of the m.jority of his Ceun- 
cil; but it is a certain truth, shat whilft he had the 
lead, he did more to reform abufes than any other 
man would have done or attempted: The eftablith- 
menr .of the Supreme Council was calculated for 
completing his plans of reformation, a. work in which 
he: woutd mof cordially have taken the lead; but 


— she was _— ta give up that time, 
which 
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which might have been fo valuably employed for the 
publicfervice, to the juftification of paft, and fuccefsful 
meafures, and even to the defence of his private 
character. 

Paffing over common occurrences, Y come to that 
period in which arofe the ptefent expenfive (though 
when Mr. Haftings’s fcheme prevailed, fuccefsful) 
war with the Marattas. It has been induftrioufly 
endeavoured to impute the origin as well as the pro- 
prefs of this war to Mr. Haftings. The Court of 
Diredtors are poffeffed of the fulleft evidence to the 
contrary ; and both living teftimony, and authentic 
documents prove, that its origin is not owing to him, 
and that the continuation of it is the effect of ne- 
ceffity. 

It will he proper to take up this important fubject 
from the firft conneCtion of the Bombay Council with 
Ragonath Row, otherwife called Ragobah. 

* Although the nominal fovereignty of the Maratta 
fate was in a Raja, the real admuniftration of govern- 
ment, as well as the power inherent to it, was poffeffed 
by a Bramin family, under the title of Pathwa, or 
Chancellor ; and this authority was fo fixed in them, 
that it became hereditary ; and in cafe of infancy, 
the State was governed by a Regent, who was pene- 
rally the neareft in blood. Narrem Row, the laft 
Pathwa, died, leaving no children; and Ragobah, 
‘who was his uncle, became Pafhwa. Yuting an 
expedition, which carried him to a diftance from his 
“capital, the Couhcil{ confifting of Bramins) difpofitfied 
tim, giving Got thar the hilar of Natrein was with 
child, 
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child, and accufing him of having affaffinated his 
nephew. ‘The firit of thefe facts was doubtful, the 
latter moft probably falfe, he having been in confine- 
ment for a long time before that event, without any 
communication with the confpirators. Soon after it 
was given out that the widow of Narrein was de- 
livered of a fan; and Nana, with Saccaram, and 
others of the Bramin Council, aéting, as they al- 
ledged, in fuppore of the infant, drove Ragobah 
from Poona, and reduced him to fuch diftrefs, that he 
applied for affiftance to the Prefidency of Bombay. 

Nat relying folely on the juftice of his caufe, the 
more readily to obtain affiflance, he offered to make 
fome very valuable ceffions of territory to the Eaft- 
India Company. A treaty was concluded, by which 
we engaged to affift him with a military force; and 
an army from Bombay took the field under the com- 
mand of Colonel Keating; whether our forces, in 
conjunction with Ragobah’s would have conducted 
him in triumph to Poona is uncertain, but it can 
hardly be doubted that a few fpirited operations 
would have been productive of an advantageous peace 
with the minifterial party, both for the Company 
and for Ragonaut Row. 

Intelligence of the tranfactions at Bombay, was 
received at Calcutta a few months after the firft 
meeting of the Supreme Council, whofe autho- 
rity having been totally difregarded, either 
from inadvertence or defign, produced very ferjout 
confequences. The treaty with Ragobah having 
been concluded without the fanction of the Governo 
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General and Council, wis difavowed , and an officer 
of rank (Lievtédant Colonel Upton) was deported to 
Poon'z, with inftructions to concinde a peace eon 
dmoft eny terms, with the miniflers who were’ de- 
nominated the rutitig members of the Kiaratta ftnee ; 
arid the Englifh army was ordered to tiarch back. 

So giaring a condemnation of pat n'eafures, and 
fo pointed an interference in their affairs, naturally 
ter.ded to deftroy the influence of the gentlemen of 
BorAbay, upon the Malabar coaft; while it provoked 
their pafions and excited thetr refentments. Under 
thefe circumftances, 2 co-operation with Colonel 
Upton could not be expected. It had been fortunate 
if, from that moment, the Government of Bombay 
had been fixed upon a plan of the moft rigid cecono- 
my; arid their troops had been confined to the de- 
fence of Bombay, the caftle of Surat, and the ifland 
of Salfette. 

Mr. Haftings, although he joined with the other 
members in difapproving the conduct of the Prefi- 
dency of Bombay, thought chat there might exift 
circumftances which thould prevent the retarn of the 
army, bat he was over-rdied, and the moderation of 
our demands was attributed very naturally, by the 
Mibrateas, to a want of abitity to carry on the war. 
Cofonél Upton was five months on his jcwrney to 
Poona. Efe was tteated with preat difrefpe& by the 
Miratea Chiefs through whofe countries he paffed. 
‘Fhe Minifters; on his arrival, complained bitterly of 
@or iiterferenre iti theis family difputes, and were 
Se'hich in thel? demands, infifting even apom the re- 
Novation of Selfetre, that Colonel Uptoa broke off the 
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Atpociatios ; dnd by his Grit difpatches to Calcutta, 
it was fwppofed that the war would be continued. 
But-this was a mere-trick of the Minifters, who were 
‘anxious for an accommodation; and on the firft of 
Merck, 1776, a treaty of peace was figned by Colonet 
Upton, on the part of our government ; and on theit 
fide was authenticated, by the feal of the Pafhwa, an 
infant of about two years old, and by the fignarure of 
his two Miniflers, Sacaram Bappoo and Nana Fur- 
nefe. By one article of the treaty, a provifion wis 
made for the fubfiftence of Ragobah, their late com- 
pétitor, on condition of his refiding in the heart of the 
Maratta dominions, with a guard appointed by the 
Minifters themf{clves, for his ftate and fecurity, Ths 
elaufe, as might reafonably be expeted, defeated the 
intention of the treaty, fince it left Racobah at the 
mercy of h's enemies, without any pledge or engagr- 
ment for his fafety. The confequence was, that 
he Ged to Bombay, and claimed the proteétion of that 
Governnent for the fecurity of his perfon. 

The Minitters exclaimed againft this protedion ; 
and mutual complaints of the vielation of this 
treaty were made by them and the Bombay Council. 
About the Month of May, 1777, the Chevalier St. 
Lubin made his appearance at Poona, in the public 
character of a Minifter from the Court of France. 
Be was received with great honour, and in a dirrle 
time written engagements were mutually interchanged 
between him and Nana Furnefe, by which he pro- 
tmifed to bring a regiment of Europeans, with mili 
tary flores-ta Poona, for the fervice of the Maratta 
ftete, Iptelligegce of this treaty, ax Grit doubted, 
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was foon confirmed by authorities of unqueftionabls 
credit, and by a feries of facts of public notoritty, 
Tc had been always the Governor General’s opiniony 
that this was the only way by which the French could 
hope to regain their confequence in India, -or to affect 
ours; and he reafonably expected, that che Prefi- 
deney of Bombay, which was more immediately in- 
.terefted in the effeéts of fuch a connection, would : 
take fome fteps to render it abortive. This was by 
no means difficult. The Maratta army under Hurry 
Punt Furkia, was at that time engaged in an une- 
qual war with Hyder Ally. The Minifters quarrel- 
ling among themfelves, poffeffed little authority, and 
were depencent for that little upon their own vaf- 
fals. The Prefidency of Bombay had long fhewn 
an impatience to revive the caufe of Ragobah; and 
the flighteft movements made by them in his favour 
would have proved fufficient to overthrow the fee- 
ble power which they had to contend with, and to. 
eftablifh their own influence in the Maratta flate on 
its ruins. But Mr. Haftings, that he might leave 
no means untried to avoid a rupture with the Ma- 
rattas, and to counteract the F rench infiuence at 
Poona, formed « treaty, which he meant thould 
remedy all the defeéts of that concluded by Colone} 
Upton; every article of which, at that time remained 
unexecuted. This treaty was laid before the Board 
yi Caleurta, with a very long explanatory minute, 
on the 23d of January, 1778, and will, if read with 
the attention ic deferves, entirely exculpate the Go- 
vernor General from the f{malleft fufpicion, of a dee. 
iets sayolve the Eatt- India Company in a war with 

the 
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the Marattas. On the aoth of January, whilft this 
minute lay for confideration, a letter was received 
from Bombay, dated the 12th of December, 1777, 
informing the Supreme Council that a propofal had 
been fecretly made to the Governor and Council, 
through their agent at Poona, by a party which had 
been formed againft Nana Furnefe, confifting of Sa- 
caram Bappoo, who had figned the treaty, and other - 
eonfiderable men, with a potent Raja, Tuckajee 
Holkar, to affift them in the defign of reinftating 
Ragobah in the chief adminiftration of the Maratta 
ftate; and that they had agreed to join in it, re- 
quiring only, as a preliminary condition, a writ- 
ten application to the fame effect, under the 
hands and feals of the confederates. They excufed 
themfelves for having fo far engaged, without the 
previous authority ot the Supreme Council, by the 
obvious neceffity of an immediate decifion ; and they 
requefted their acquiefcence and affiftance in it. On 
the receipt of this letter, the Governor General and 
Council refolved to ratify what they had done, to 
authorize them to proceed, and to fend them an extra- 
otdinary fupply of ten lacks of rupees for the under- 
taking. It was alfo refolved, to affift them in the 
execution of their plan with a military force. 

In forming thefe refolutions the majority of the 
Supreme Council were fivayed by the following con- 
fiderations. 

ift. In the event of a rupture with France, which 
was daily apprehended, the connection formed by 
Nana Furnefe with St. Lubin, and the engagement 
which he had entered into to land a regiment of Eu- 

ropeane 
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ropeans wih tnilitary ftores at Poona, might, if can 
ried into effet, be productive of the mot danges 
rous confequences to the Company’s influence, and 
their poffeffions in India. This could be prevented. 
only by the removal of the party {0 clofely conne@ed 
with ovr natural enemy, and therefore this was an 
object of the firlt impoitance; and Ragonaut Row 
‘was the infruucat for this pupofe. Mr. Haitings 
had no predilection for this Chief, nor is ir poffible 
to attribute his conduct to any interefted view. 

2dly, Authorifing the gentlemen of Bombay to 
take part with Ragobah, was a ftri& compliance 
with the orders of tue Court of D:rectors contained 
in the following paragraph of their general letrer of 
the cth of February 1777. 
“© His (Ragobah’s) pretenfions to the fupreme' 
authority, either in his own right, or as guardian 
tothe infant Palhwa, appear to us better founded 
than thofe of his competitors; and therefore, if 
the conditions of the treaty of Poona have not 
been ftrictly fulfilled on the part of the Marat. 
tas, and if, from any circumftances, you fhall 
deem it expedient, we fhall have no objeftion to 
“ an alliance with Ragobab, on the terms agreed 
“¢ upon between him and the Governor and Couneil 
‘© of Bombay.” 

gealy, The yeftoration of Ragonant Row, would 
have been attended by an acceffion of territory upen 
the Malabar coaft to the ampumt of the annual ex- 
pepces of the Prefidency of Bombay ; by which. 
meaps no farther drains would have been made from 


our treafury in Bengal. 


€ 


n 


wa 


nm 


s 


é 


n 


nw 


$ 


* 


wn 


4thly, 


C 57 J 


4thiy, The reftoration of Ragobah was not a 
breach of the treaty of Poona, becaufe that treaty 
wag Ggned hy Saccayam Bappao and Nana Furnefe 
only;, and Saccaram, the firft Minifter in rank, with 
the principal officers of the Maratra fate, joined in 
the propofal to the gentlemen of Bombay, for his 
retuyn to Poona. 

Mr, Francis and Mr. Wheler, however, flrenu. 
oufly oppofed the meafure, on various grounds; and 
amoneft others, becaufe it was in difobedience to the 
order of the Court of Directors. 

I mit here igterrupt my narrative, to obferve in 
what views the Directors confidered the conduct of the 
Governors General in this inftance. 

About the 2oth of July, 1778, the Court of Direc- 
torsreceived difpatches both from Bombay and Ben- 
gal,.in which they were informed of the plan propofed 
to the Prefidency of Bombay, by the opponents of 
Naga Furnefe, of the fan@ion given to it by the 
Governor Genera) and Council, and of their refolu- 
tion to affift them with money and a confiderable re- 
infercemens, in order the more effectually to carry it 
into execation, and to fupport them in the confe- 
quences of it. Thefe advices the Court of Directors 
thought of fuch great importance, that on the 2gth 
of Auguft 1778, Colonel Capper was applied to by 
the Select Cogamittee of the Court of Directors, to 
carty, a packet to Bombay, of the greateft national 
Importance. He accordingly left London the sf of 
Seprember, and by the letters which he brought, 
both the gentlemen of Bengal and Bombay had the 
fatisfattion to receive the fulleft approbation of the 

H Directors, 
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Directors, who exprefs very ftrong anxiety for Ra- 
gobah’s reftoration, and the overthrow of that party 
at Poona in alliance with the French. The Girtt hip 
of the feafon brought out a complete approbation 
to Mr. Haitings, for the part which he had ated in 
this important bufinefs.* 

On the 23d of February, 1778, orders werg iffued 
for forming a detachment of fix battalions of Se- 
fe one company of native artillery, with a regu- 

proportion of field artillery, to which were after- 
wards added the firft regiment of cavalry and five 
hundred of the Vizier’s Candahar horfe. Colonel 
Leflie was appointed to command this force, and or- 
dered to march directly to Bombay by the thorteft 
route he fhould judge moft practicable, and for the 
fequel of his operations, he was to obey the orders 
of the Prefident and Council of Bombay. This-de- 
tachment croffed the Jumma the latter end of May, 
with flight and ineffectual oppofition from Ballajee 
Pundit, the chief of the Maratta territories de- 
pendent upon Culpee. In the mean time the defign 
which had furnifhed the occafion of this expedition 
was fuffered to fleep at Bombay, the violent ardour 
of that Prefidency for the caufe of Ragonaut Row 
ceafing with the removal of the bar which had been 
faid on the profecution of it, It produced however 
the principal effects intended by the promoters of it, 
Thefe fuddenly affembling their forces on the goth of 
March, deprived Nana Furnefe of his authority, and 
invelted’‘Moraba Furnefé’ with it in his ftead. This 
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the extreme weaknefs of the Maratta government, 
and the great facility with which the plan, offered to 
the Prefidency of Bombay, might have been executed 
in its full extent, had they immediately engaged 1n it, 
When the gentlemen of Bombay firtt heard of Colonel 
Leflis’s march, they ordered him to halt, and a 
days after, they fent him an order to profecute his 
march, but without any object defcribed, or plan of 
Operations propofed, or thought on: thus abandoned 
by the Prefidency of Botnbay, Mr. Fa.. .ngs had re- 
courfe to other means which were moie wi..n the 
compafs of his own direction, and for s.iich h. had 
in fome degree made a proviZion a corfiaurae © ture 
before, on the prefumption of the utr, o. which 
it might prove in the event of 2 rapture with the 
Marattas. 

When the Supreme Council deers ined to fend a 
detachment to the other fide cf India, the Governog 
General applied to the Raja of Berar co crant his 
permiffion for its free march through hes tern ores, 
with fuch affiftance as it might require 07 che way, 
He received an immediate anfwer to his application 
on fuch terms as he wifhed, and the Raja at the fame 
time fent a perfon to the banks of the Nurbudda, 
which bounds his dominions to the north, with q 
ftore of grain for the fubfiftence of the detachment, 
and orders to attend ic through his country, of 
which he advifed Colonel [eflie, inviting him te 
take that route, and affuring him of his mof friegq. 
ly reception. 

‘The nominal Sovereign of the Maratta fate, who 
had laaguithed in honourable confinement at Sattarah, 

H 2 Rajah 
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Rajah: Rang “Rajch, diced in December, r+ Be 
Tele do*chiNhtn, and Mooddjeé Bouiln, Raji of 
Betar, bu the faireit prevtafiony to the facceffion, 
‘pitty ‘ia AGO lineal detent frobr che ancient flock, 
‘asd the adopted fon of Sahoo Rajah, the predeceffbr 
@ Ram Ranh, chough deptived of his right by the 
aftifibes of Ballajee, who wis the Pafhwa, when 
Sahoo Rajah died. Mr. Hoaltings Yadged Moodajee 
Beha to be a proper perfon to lpply the place of 
Récobsh, in the plan offered to the Suprenre Council 
for overturning the French influence at Poona, He 
pofictiod wealth; power, and a territery extending 
from the borders of Bengal almoft to Peona. Ra- 
pobal had neither wealth nor power, nor had:he in- 
fluence to fupply the want of thefe requifites, ex- 
cept what might arife from the Prefidency:of Bom- 
bay waking an aftive part in his favour, ated it did 
not then appear that they took any. Mr. Finfings 
wifhed and expeted the propofal: of an atlianée to 
some fiom Moodajee, and: he had depeted his 
Vackdel vo hia: for that purpefe, a-man of -under- 
Rending, and weil mnftracted ; but ic now bectme ne- 
teffary to take 2 miore aftive and determined part. 
+ ‘On the sth of July, 1778, advicks, deemed wor- 
thy of ceedie, were ‘received from Caito that war 
had teen.dieclaced between Great Britain and France; 
at Parison the 18th, and in London on the 30th 
of Mach. The deftination of Coust d&Maing’s 
fleet was not then known. It was very naturally 
fappofed, to be, intended againit Bombay, and the 
' fie advicgs which were received ‘from England 
tended Gill more firengly to confirm this fuppofition. 
The 
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The Chevalier St. Lubin was known to be Milf at 
Poona, and to hold frequent conferences with the 
wainifters of the Pathwa. The Supreme Council, 
regerdiefs ef all perfonal confequeneces, determined 
ioftantly to take poffeffion of all the French fettle- 
ments in Bengal, and of the fhips in the river.* At 
the fame time, they earneftly recommended to the 
Prefidency of Fort St. George, to commence the 
fiege of Pondicherry immediately, and if poffible to 
fecure the friendfhip of Hyder Ally Cawn. It was 
alfo refolved to enter into a negociation with Moeda- 
jee, on the grounds which I have mentioned obove. 
Mr. Elliot was deputed on this fervice. At 
Cuttack he overtook Mr. Chevalier, the Governor 
of Chandernagore, who had efcaped from that place, 
and was fo far in his way to Pondicherry. Mr. 
EWiiot had the addrefs to perfuade Moodajee’s 
Deputy at that place, to confent to his apprehend- 
ime Mr. Chevalier; which he did, and fent him a 
prifoner to Fort William. By his papers, the te- 
ality of the French {cheme againft us was fully evin- 
eed. He then proceeded towards Naigpore, the 
capital of Berat: the whole fervice could net have 
afforded an agent more proper for fuch an enibaflay, 
and Mr. Haftings’s hopes were proportionably 
raifed, but as fuddenly blafted by the untimety death 
of that very valuable young man, about a fortmight 


after he had Jeft Cuttack. It is more than prdbable 


* The Goverper Geaeral and Council took poflefiten of ai! the 
French fertlements and their thips in the river of Bengaly in confee 
quence of the private” advices nranfinieed to thes ftom Cairo by 
M7 Baldwin. ‘ 
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that if Mr. Elliot had arrived at Naigpore, an alli- 
ance of the moft beneficial confequence to the Eaft- 
India Company would have been concluded with 
the Rajah of Berar. 

Colonel Leflie, when Mr. Elliot died, had advan- 
ced but 120 miles from Calpee, having employed 
fo much of his time in fettling the family difputes 
of the Bunodella Chiefs. He was recalled from his 
command on the 7th of October ; but by his death, 
Colonel Goddard had fucceeded to it before the let- 
ter reached the camp. 

Colonel Goddard immediately profecuted his 
march to the banks of the Nerbudda, and was 
ethpowered, on his arrival there, to treat with 
Moodajee. He deputed his interpreter to the Gourt 
of that Prince ; who, in his letter to Mr. Haftings, 
after the death of Mr. Elliot, had defired the nego- 
ciation might be transferred to his fecretary ; and 
had expreffed the ftrongeft inclination to bring at to 
a conclufion. 

A fecond, and unexpected revolution was effected 
at Poona on the 6th of June, and Moraba Furnefe 
was imptifoned, with his principal adherents. Mo- 
raba, before his imprifonment, had made propofals 
to the Prefidency of Bombay, who had refolved to 
conduét Ragobah with an army to Poona; a-¢ir- 
cumftance well known to Moodajee, who, in confe- 
quence of it, declined the alliance which was pro- 
pofed to ‘him, deeming Ragobah’s interefts incom- 
patible wich his own: but with very cordial profel- 
= “‘ ‘frichdthip for the Englith mation, whiclv he 

: evinced, 
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evinced, by furnifhing Colonel Goddard with cath, 
provifions, and draft cattle for his artillery. Colo. 
ne} Goddard advanced towards Poona by quick 
matches, 

Ihave already obferved that the Bombay gentle- 
men had reaffumed their defign in favour of Rago- 
bah. The period at which they reaffumed it was 
unfavourable; Ragobah’s principal adherents were 
confined, and Colonel Goddard, whofe army would 
by its prefence have infured fuccefs, was at a cone 
fiderable diftance. I with to relate fa&ts, and not 
to comment upon them. On the 23d of November 
the Bombay army, confifting of one hundred and 
forty-three artillery, five hundred and forty-eight 
European infantry, two thoufand two hundred and 
feventy Sepoys, and five hundred Lafcars, was 
tranfported to the Continent. On the 23d of De- 
cember, they afcended the Gauts, and marched to- 
wards Poona, and on the gth of January it was de- 
termined to retreat, on account of a {carcity of 
provifions, although they had a fupply for eighteen 
days, and there was bur one fhort day’s march to 
Poona. So much alarmed had the minifters been 
for the event, that, by their agent at Bombay, they 
had offered frefh terms to the Governor before the 
army advanced, The commanding officer, Colonel 
Cockburn, when confulted, faid, that he had not a 
doubt of the army’s marching to Poona, but that 
our troops had not been ufed to retreat. Hlawever, 
the refolutiog was aot to be altered. The army was 
formed into three divifions, encumbergd with bag- 
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gage, and moyed off by nighe. They were attacked, 
by stumergqus bodies of Marattas, but defended 
themfelves with the utmoft bravery, and fuftained @ 
lofs comparatively fmall, if the length of the action 
and the numbers of the foe are confidered. In the 
evening of that day, application was made to Nana 
and Sindia, for an undifturbed retreat of the army 
to Bombay; this was granted, upon the humiliating 
terms, that Salcot, and every other acquifition by 
the Bombay Government fince the time of Mahde- 
row, fhould be given up, and that orders fhould be 
fent ro Colonel Goddard, to return with his army to 
Bengal. It is true the Committee * who governed 
that army, gave an exprefs declaration, in writing, 
that they had not the power to bind the Supreme 
Council to the obfervance of thefe terms, and the 
Maratta Chiefs know it wasfe. 

By this fagal check the honour of the Brjtith arms 
was tatnifhed, the caufe ef Ragobah Row given up; 
and, had the treaty been valid, all our conquefts 
vpon the Malabar coafts ceded to the Marattas. 
That the corps which took the ficld from Bombay, 
was firong enough to refitt, the united force of the 

empire, is beyond a doybt; thar it was able 
to ducmownt every obftruction which the fuddenly- 
collefted army of the Marattas could have thrown 
in ite way,-is highly probable, (fince two of our 


* * The Council of Bombay, on the qth of Noverhber, ‘appointed 
Mr. Cardge, Coletel Eygetton, and Mr. Moftyn,’ a Comitittee ta 
tanty theik plas into expoutions ris trex cplled the, Poems Commit, 
vee. Mr, Moftyn died during the expedition. oO - 2 
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battalions, with four field pieces, in February, 
1780, put twenty thoufand of their beft trcops 
under Madajee Sindia to the rout) but that by waite 
ing for the jundtion of General Goddard's army, 
every palfibiliry of a failure would have been avoid- 
ed, canpot be difputed. 

Colonel Goddard, when he was abour three hun- 
dred miles from Surat, and the fame diftance from 
Poona, received an order from the Poona Commit. 
tee to return to Bengal, without any notice being 
taken of the difafter, and retreat of the Bombay 
army; after mature reflection, he determined, not- 
withftanding this order, to advance towards Sutat, 
On his march, a Vackeel from the*Maratta minifters 
arrived in his camp, with a copy of the convention. 
Colonel Goddard denied that the Corimirtee had 
any authority over him, and faid that he was direc- 
ted to march to Bombay for the fecurity of the Com- 
pany’s poffeffions againft the defigns of the Fienck, 
and that he fhould profecute his march. He effec 
ted his arrival at Surat on the 18th of Febraary, 
1779- 

Sit Eyre Coote arrived in Bengal on the 27th of 
March, 1779; the Supreme Couricil was ther com- 
plete, and the Governor General at the firft affembly 
of the Board, although they had not received a full 
account of the tranfa¢tions at Bombay, propofedl 
that we fhould, if poffible, conclude a lafting peace 
with the Marattas, upon the terms of Colonel Up- 
ton’s treaty. His propofal was unanimoufly agreed 
to, and Oelonel Goddard appointed the minifter of 
this Government. - . = ‘ 

; The 
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The Supreme Covncil were.as upanimous jn difa- 
vowing the convention ef Worgaum, concluded by 
the Poona Commitieé; byt, anxieus fer peace with 
the Marattas, and on a foppofition that the gentle- 
men of Bombay might not heartily co operate with 
them, Colonel Goddard was inftreéted to ufe his 
utmoft endeavours to effet a reconciliation. All 
thefe refolutions were moved by the Governor Ge- 
neral; no member of the Board propofed ‘to avow 
the convention of Worgaum; upon what grounds 
therefore hath Mr. Haftings fingly been charged as 
the author of the fecond Maratta war ? 

Colonel, now General, Goddard, when he had re- 
ceived his inflrudtions, communicated his appaint- 

~ment to the mynifters at Poona; and they deputed a 
Vackeel to negotiate a treaty of peace with him. 
Before this Vackeel arrived at Surat, Ragobah had 
mace his efcape from the officers of Sindia, who had 
charge of his perfon, and were conveying him toa 
place of confinement. He fled to Surat, and Gene- 
ral Goddard agreed to give him perfonal protedtion ; 
informing the minjfters at Poona of this unexpected 
event. The Vackeel arrived at Sprat — received our 
propofals— returned to Poona, and pramifed to 
forward a categorical anfwer in three weeks, After 
fome delays, dyring which time General Goddard 
received intelligence that the minifters were nego- 
tisting a treaty, with Hyder Ally, and making every 
‘preparation for war, the. Vackeel returned to Surat, 
‘with the only terms on which the Maragtas : would 
spnfent toa peace. ‘Thefe were, that, xe typ ce cede 
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Salfecte to,them, aod deliver up the perfon of Rago- 
bah Kow> Thus were the efforts of the Supreme 
Counci] difappointed. Can this difappointment be 
attributed to a want of zeal for an accommodation, 
either-in the Governor General or General God- 
dard? 

General Goddard at the fame time received intel- 
ligence, that an alliance had been concluded at 
Poona, between Hyder Ally, the Marattas, Nizam 
Ally Cawn, and Moodajee Boofla. By the principal 
article of it, the Marattas, under Madajee Sindia 
and Tukajee Holkar, were to act againft General 
Goddard in Guzzerat ; Hyder Ally was to invade 
the Carnatic; the Nizam the Northern Circars, and 
Moodajee Boofla, Bengal, The truth of this intel- 
ligence has fince been fatally confirmed. The Ni- 
zam, the projector of the treaty, acted the part 
which he did, in revenge; for the Prefidency of Fort 
St. George having concluded an alliance with his 
brother, Bazakt Jung, by which they acquired pof- 
feffion of the Guntoor Circar; and Hyder Ally 
Cawo very ftrongly expreffed his difgait at our ac- 
quifition of that Circar, This bufinefs will doubt- 
Jefs be fully inveftigated ; and it is foreign from my 
fubje& to take any farther notice of it here. Moo- 
dajee Boofla was very unwillingly drawn in to take a 
part againft us. Of this there cannot be a doubt, 
as he regularly kept the Governor General informed 
of the defigns which were formed againft us, and 
purpofely delayed the march of his army until the 
feafon of sGion fhould 9 paft, with the hope chat 
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in the tat ‘tains our differences ‘with the Maratms 
would havé’beén accommodated. “The Nizam has 
hitherto been inactive, though the original projector 
of the confederacy. 

The army at Sorat was ftrengthened by detach- 
ments from Bombay and Fort St. George , and Ge- 
neral Goddard was furnifhed with difcretional orders, 
fhould the treaty with the Marattas prove abortive. 
He took the field in December, 1779; and foon af- 
ter concluded a treaty with Futcy Sing Guicawar, by 
which the extenfive province of Guzzerat was equal- 
ly divided between the Eaft-India Company and him, 
‘He immediately advanced towards Ahmedabad, the 
capital of that part of Guzzerat which was in the 

ffeffion of the Marattas. This place our troeps 
took by florm; a conqueft which added greatly to 
the fplendour of our arms. In three months he en- 
tirely fubdued the whole province. Madajee Sindia, 
‘who had affembled the Maratta forces, was march~ 


" ing with an intent to relieve Ahmedabad, not fup- 


pofing that we fhould fo foon be in pofieffion of it, 
General Goddard, leaving a garrtion in this place, 
advanced towards the Maratta army ta offer them 


~ battle; which, notwithftanding their great fuperisri- 
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ty of numbers, and the unfortunate event of the 
Bombay expedition, which muft naturally have 
efated them, their General declined opon every oc- 
cafion, 

‘So anzlons was ‘General Goddard, knowing the 
‘good conféquérice of engaging the Muratta army, 
WES oui the ad Of April, 1786, be fefe his arthy on 


their 
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- theirs ground, and advanced to ftorm the ewemy’s 
gamp at the head of two hundred Europeans, ten 
gompanies of grenadier Sepoys, three battalions 
of Sepoys, two twelve and ten fix-pounders, with 
the firft regiment of Cavalry and the Candahar horfe; 
with this force, fo greatly inferior to the troops that 
retreated before the Maratta army the preceding year, 
he advanced, paffed their principal guards, and in- 
ftaatly attacked the main body drawn up ready to 
receive him, Our artillery did great execution 
amongit their numerous cavalry, and in an hour 
from the commencement of the action they retreated, 
after a confiderable lofs; nor did a fingle horfeman 
appear to moleft our army in its return to camp. 
Every action of this campaign was equally glorious 
to our arms. Captain John Campbell, of the Ben- 
gal eftablifhment, was detached with a foraging 
party to a confiderable diftance from their camp ; 
and on his return with a large convoy of provifions, 
he was attacked by Sindia at the head of twenty 
thoufand men, the flower of the Maratta army, 
Captain Campbell formed his detachment, confifting 
ef two battalions of Sepoys, and four field pieces, 
to the beft advantage, repuifed the Marattas, who 
Joft between five and fix hundred men, many of 
whom were killed by the fire of the flank compa- 
nies of our line. Captain Campbell, after this re- 
markable aétion, jained General Goddard without 
the lofs of a man, or of any part of his cgnvoy. 
Lieutesgat Welfh, of the Bengal eftablifhment, 
was detached by General Goddard on the 7 of 
ay, 
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May, to forprize a body of fix thoufatd Marattas , 
Mis force:conGited of the firft regiment of cavalry” 
and a battahon of Sepoys. Licutenast Welth, 
whieh he ‘had performed half his march, found, by 
ealcdiating the time which remained, that jf he 
Waited for his infantry, be fhould not arrive b< forge 
day break m the enemy’s camp, He therefore came 
to the fpirited refolution of adyancing at the head of 
the cavalry only ; with this force he entered the Ma 
fatta camp, and ieized the enemy’s cannon, which he 
turned upon them in thew flight. The rout was gee 
veral. The commanding officer and a great number 
of the Me-at.2s vere killed; and the apullery, bazar, 
ammunition, &c. fell into qur hands, No victory 
could be more decifive ; and this officer had the good 
fortune foon after to pet poffeffipn of two forts, which 
qutirely completed the conqueft ef Guzzerar. 

Major Forbes, of the Bengal eftablifhment, at the 
hreatl wf two battalions of Sepoys, effectually fur. 
prized and routed a body of 7000 Marattas, and with 
Whis action clefed the campaign of 1780, both par- 
ties retiring to winter quarters for the rainy feafon, 
General (Goddard commenced the prefent campaigy 
&pthe conqueft of the important fort of Baffein, and 
by 2 detifive victory over the Meratta army, which 
had been fent to yveliewe the place. The Marattas 
theniitives:tiecply feel the lofs of this imporzant for- 
trefs, which they had eaken from the Portuguele af- 
‘era fiege of twoyears.. * 

‘or mow reeurn-to the tranfaGions-in Bengal, whese 
@ie*weafures propofed by Mr. Haftings were attend- 
6d wath the moft brilliant advantages. 

When 
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When the Governor General found, by Gereral 
Goddard’s difpatches, that we had no hopes of en 
ajcoramodation with the Maratras, he concluded 
that the only mode of bringing them in one came 
paign to reafonable terms would be by attacking 
them in every quarter ; for this purpofe he entered 
iato a treaty with the Rana of Gohid, an indepen- 
dent prince, whofe country had been invaded by 
‘them. Mr. Haftings’s motives for entering iare this 
alliance were, to diftrefs the Marattas, by making a 
confiderable diverfion in one of their beft provinces, 
in conjuction with the Rana’s forces, and, if poffible, 
to acquire pofieffion of the important fortrefs of Guc- 
lier. But he had another view, which would effeCtual- 
dy have humbied the Marattas, and in which he mutt 
have fucceeded, if the diftratted fate of our Govern- 
ment, and the continual reports of his difmiffion 
from his flation, had not deterred the Rajahs depen. 
dent upon them from entering into a clofer connec- 
tion with us. 

The principal revenues and refources of the Mx 
rattas arife from the annual tribute paid to them by 
the Rajahs of Oudepore, Joudpore, Zeynagur, Bo- 
paul, Narva, Bundilecund, 8c. &c. Thefe Princes, 
whe take every opportunity of evading their pay- 
ments, had now a fair opportunity of fhaking off 
their dependance, And had the Government of Ben- 
gal been at liberty to have exerted itfelf at this time, 
or had not an idea of agehange of men and meafures 
_— been induftrioully propagated chreygkoet 
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Indioftan, the Maratta war would have been conclt- 
ded upon our gwn terms many months ago. 

I will new proceed to relate the’ important con{e- 
quences which were produced by our alliance with 
the Rana of Gohid, {mall as his dominions may be. 
When the treaty was concluded, the Marattas were 
in poffeffion of che bef part of his country, Major 
Popham, at the head of 2000 Sepoys, 40 European 
artillery, a body of 120 horfe, and 4 field pieces, 
fix-poynders, marched to his affiftance. With this 
lutle army, he in a few months drove the Marattas 
out of the Rana’s country, purfued them, and en- 
tirely conquered one of their provinces, producing 
an annual revenue of fix lacks of rupees. In the 
courle of this fervice he took feveral forts, beat up 
the Maratta camp; nor were all the efforts of above 
15,000 Marattas able to oppofe the fuccefs of his 
gallant little army. The moft important action ftill 
remajos to be relawed. When Major Popham’s de- 
tachment had canroned for the rains, Mr. Haftings. 
propaled to him to make an attempt upon Gualier, 
He kaew this place to be fo ftrong, that it never 
could be taken by regular approaches; and he knew 
tqo, that the enemy, confident in the natural ftrength 
of the place, would be more liable to be furprized. 
The importance of the conqueft may be well can- 
ceived when it is known, that by all ranks of mea 
in alj ages, this place has been denominated, The 
impregnable Fortrefs of Gualier. As fuch, Colonel 

Pow Ipsaks of is in feveral parts of his Fliutory of 
Tegoftaa. 
ee In 
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In a country where we retain our authotity, by. 
an opinion which the natives have, not only of our 
fuperiot genius for war, but alfo our good fortune, 
fuch a conqueit, at fuch a time, would be equal to 
thé moft decifive vi€tory in the field. I believe there 
was riot a man in Bengal who differed in opinion 
with’ Mr. Haltings as to the importance of this place; 
but I well remember when the treaty with the Rana 
of Gohid was concluded, the impoffibility of our 
getting poffeffion of Gualier was frequently mens 
tioned. Major Popham, who by the furprize of this 
place, has acquired immortal honour in India, had 
the good fortune to receive fome important in- 
formatton from a party of Mewattes, who’ had 
found means to enter the place by night at diffe- 
rent times. 

He employed {pies to examine the place wheré 
thtfe men had entered, and from their report con- 
cervéd the defign to be poffible In compliance with 
Mr. Haltings’s repeated folicitations, and guided by 
his Own judgment, he made every preparation for 
the attempt with the utmoft fecrefy, only two perfons 
being privy to it. The aight before the execution 
of it, he wrote to the Governor General, informed 
him that the atternpt was to be made early the next 
morning, and he hoped in cafe of failure, that Mr. 
Haftings would do him the juftice to fay, it wee 
at his defire that he had undertaken an enterprizs, 
which, if it failed, would be denominated rafh sed 
impracticable; if it fucceeded, woeld redound’ as 
much to the honour of the Governor Genetel, -by 
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whole advice it was undertaken, a3 of thofe by whom 
it was executed. The fuccefs was'equal to the fpi- 
rit and prudence of the ation ; it was ‘taleen on the 
4thof Auouft, 1780, and tliat with the triffing lols of 
20 Sepoys wounded. 

It ts impoffible to defcribé she defpondency ,¢ of, 
the Marattas upon this important event, The whele 
country adjointag to Gualier was immediately eya- 
cuated by thelr treops, and our military, reputation 
proportiondbly raifed. ‘Fhis was the favourable mo- 
shent for us, and if Mr. Fieftings could have pro- 
feed by it, as he wifhed to have done, the power 
of’tNe Moarattas in India would have funk at once. 
Wir, Efaftings, previous to the capture of Gualier, 
had pripofed te form a ftrong detachment in- Gohid, 
for the purpofe of advancing into the province of 
Malwa, the country of Sindia, the Mararta general. 
Is this the Governor General was over ruled; al- 
though he had every reafdn to believe, that in the 
eondac& of that branch of adminiftration he was to 
meet with £0 oppofition. If the detachment had been 
formed, as Mr. Haftings had propofed, the capture 
of Gualier enfured us the utmoft fuccefs in its epe- 
rations. 

‘General Goddard had earneftly preffed the Ge- 
véraor General and Council to invade the province 
of Matwa,, which would have diverted the artention 
of Sindiu fron Guazerat; and one campaign would 
have Ghiffied che war with honour and advantage 0 on 
oerfide. Asi event which no Member of the Hoard 
mere’ carneftty wilhed to fee accompfithed “Shen 
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Mr. Haltingss particularly as [yder Ally Cawn 
had,“ti ‘Juty, 1780, invaded the Carnatic, where 
chit fortes were utterly wnprepared to receive 
im. 

On the igth of September an exprefs arrived in 
Calcutta from the Secret Committee of Fort Sx. 
Gedrge, informing the Supreme Council that the 
fiéwer of their army had been cut off or takea pri- 
foners by Hyder Ally, and that Sir He&tor Munro, 
with the part of the forces under his command, had. 
retreated’to the mount with the lofs of his bagzage 
and pare of his artillery. This intelligence was aa 
cotnpanied by advice that a confiderable French @eer,, 
with land forces on board, were on their way to 
India. 

This important intelligence left littl room fog, 
deliberation, and at the firft meeting of the Board, 
the Governor General propofed that Sir Eyre Coote 
fhould be requefted to take the command of the army, 
at Madras. That a reinforcement of Evropesns 
fhould be fent to the coaii by fea, with a fupply of 
fifteen tacks of rupees ; and that a large detachment 
of Sepoys fhould be formed to march to the Car- 
natic as fogn as the feafon would permit, That an 
inftant offer of peace thould be made to the Marattas 
upon terms fo advantageous to them, as almoft to 
enfure their acceptance of them. The feafon was 
fo far advanced that the embarkation of tsoops 
would be attended with difficulty and danger. Bus 
the Governor General, juftly confidering that every 
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‘¢ifque was‘'th be run, wheit probidly the very 
-exiftence «of the Company would depend upon their 
artival, defpifed every inferior confideration. Mr. 
Francis oppofed the embarkation of the troops,’ ahd 
‘would only agree to feven lack of rupees béing fent 
from Bengal. However, ali thefe motions were'tar- 
cried by the majority: and Sir Eyre Coote, with fix 
hundred and forty Europeans, fifteen lacks of ru- 
.pees, and a great fupply of provifions arrived at 
*Madras, in lefs than two months, computed from 
the return of the army under Sir Heétor Munro, at 
. the mount on the 14th of September, to the arrival 
of the laft fhip of the fleet, the Duke of Kingfton, 
at Fort St. George, on the sth of November. Ic 
will undoubtedly reflect great honour upon Mr. 
Haftings and Sir Eyre Coote, that they had fpirit 
enough to afford fuch extraordinary aids to the Pre- 
fidency of Fort St. George, at a feafon in which the 
navigation from Benga) to Madras had hitherto been 
" « interdicted on account of the dangers which attend- 
¢d it. 
T have related as briefly and as clearly as T-was 
able, the rife and progrefs of the Maratta war, from 
the r2th of December, 1777, to the clofe of the 
year 1780. Upon what ground or fupgeftion ’this 
wer cah be apcributed to Mr. Hattings, let every man 
* yadge who-reads this account. 
The oceafion of the war was planned and executed 
withoet the kaowledge or previous confent of the 


* Governor General, who had another participation in 
cae it 


i 77] 

4c chan by ‘providing, by an extraordinary eXertion, 
for the fupport of the meafures undertaken by the 
Prefidency of Bombay if they fucceeded, and for its 
wrefervation if they failed. The Court of Direéters 
Save warmly approved of the exertions made by the 
Government of Bengal. Colonel Goddard arrived 
feafonably for the preferyation of Bombay, and. for 
the redemption of the national honour, which had 
without it been irretrievably loft. Our fucceffes in 
every part, after the Marattas had rejected all vea- 
fonable terms of accommodation, gave the Governor 
General the ftrongeft hopes of fpeedily terminating 
it by fuch advantages as fhould have amply recom- 
penfed the Company for the expences which had-at- 
tended it, and the calamities with which it had 
commenced. Inthe midft of our fucceffes, another 
and more interefting occafion called for the exertion 
of the Government of Bengal. The prefervation of 
-£ort St. George depended upon their refolutions, 
The misfortunes upon the coaft cannot be attributed 
to Mr. Haftings. If the general opinion is to have 
weight, the javafion of the Carnatic might have 
been prevented by the affembly of our army in the 
month of June. If the confeflion of the Nizam to 
Mr. Holland may be credited, (and ic is confirmed 
by the evidence of the moft public notoriety) that 
invafion was the fole effect of a confederacy formed 
at-his inftigation, and diated by his refentments of 
the infringements made by the Sele&t Committee of 
Fort St, Gecrge on his rights obtained by. the 
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freaty fubBiticiy- between hint and-e Compiny, sail 
his watural appechenfion of —. oe bby 
that government agminibim, = —- nee 

'-Whes Mr, Haftingy propofed 10 teitlode & treaty 
of peace with che Merattas, he recomniended to tht’ 
Poard to form thd teary in Calewttz, to fend it exd- 
cated by the Supreme Council, to Meodajte Bootle; 
the Rajah af Berar, whe had repeatedly offered tiny: 
(if 2s mediator between -our Government and ‘the: 
Mherdttas. ‘This treaty was rejected, and the resion’ 
xvas obvious; Hyder Ally Cawn had cut off a thisd 
of our army. He had taken Arcot, when he wae’ 
proclaimed Nabob of the Carnatic. He had boaft- 
ed, that he would prevent ‘the Englifh army from: 
moving frony the Mount, and chat he was to be join 
ed ina month by goo French regulers from the 
Titands, when he would commence tire Gege of Fore 
S. George. The French fect, fix fail of the line and 
five Sripates, appeared on the coaft of Coromandel. 
Under thefe circumftences, the Marattas deeming out 
firvation a defperate one, reeQied all treaty, except 
upon the mof dipratefut terns 00 us, 

" Sir Eyre Coote wok the feild on the dgd of Jancis 
ry, 1701. Ob his ‘march to Pondicherry, be re- 
geome torr to Hyder Atty Cawn, / 

were upon all occaftons futcefs: 
fut, spedrarerwas faperiority of numbers. Tike army 
under his comutand vias the-finek thet ever took’ the 
" Geld tay Gidid, te fpoine- of difcipline and’ ninvbers, 
and complerel) previded with artillery‘and militaty 
ftores. “The men wéte-eagér to revenge'the taté de~ ‘ 
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frat and .defiruttion. of their companions, The 

French. fleet, after appearing off Madras, on the 
agth of January, went off without even making a 
attempt to, deftroy.the fhips in that road, in which 
they muft have fucceeded. The Sect had not a fin- 
gle, folder on board, except their marines, and on 
report that Sir Edward Hughes was returaing éom 

ay to the coaft of Coromandel, quitted the coaft 
oy the 16th of February, and returned to the iflands, 
Ig addition zo the army under the command of Sic 
Eyre Coote, Colonel Pearfe was advancing from 
Reogal with ten battalions of Sepoys and twenty 
pieces of cannon, This force would arrive in 
the neighbourhood of Madras in the month of 
June. 

The Marattas at the commencement of this cam- 
paign, had been defeated in a general action by Ge» 
neral Goddard, who the day after took the fore of 
Bafiein. Lieutenant Colonel Camac, advancing at 
the head of twelve battalions of Sepoys to the proe 
vince of Malwa, has had the gocd fortune to gain a 
complete victory againft an army of 30,000 men, 
copsmanded by Sindia in perfon, the effed of which 
mutt be greatly beneficial to General Goddard’s de- 
figns. Gualier was garrifoned by our treops, and 
by that means a fafe communication was preferved 
with the dominions of our ally the Vizier. Our 
forces in, Bengal were fo. flationed, as to prevent 
all. danges faa ap invafion, fhould ix be atpempted. 
“Thefe favourable. circumfgnces make an honourable 
peace with the Marattage probable event. ; 
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In this rey iew o of the rife and progrefs of the ¢ Maz, 
vatta war, let it, be remembered, that the main » Wes 
Sgn of ching an army ‘acrofs India, was no¢'td 
aft the refidency of Bombay in in the execution of 
their original plan, but to fupport them in the’ c n- 
SKqueaces of it to us, and to protect the interefts of 
ghe Eaft-India Company ‘from the effedts of a con- 
pection “f known to be formed between the rulitg 
member of the Maratra fate and the avowed agent 
gf the . King of France. General Goddard very op- 

tunely arrived at Surat, for the prefervation of 
Ce The Governor General, who faw in as 
ftrong a light as any other me:nber of the Board, the 
difadvantages even of a fuccefsful war with the Ma- 
rattas, (however great the neceffity might be of re- 
ieving our military reputation) fhould the dpera- 
tions be continued beyond one campaign, Propo € 
49 them the moft equitable tetms of peace ; and ia‘a 
letter which he himfelf drew up to the Commitiee a at 
Bombay, the Supreme Council oblferve, “ ‘Hiving 
ee given full powers to Colonel Goddard to nego- 
“« ciate and conclude a peace with the Marattas, we 
“ have only to repeat, that we look to the bifise 
“* of that commiffion as our primary object, and the 

“ germination of all our political views on your fide 
“of India, if it prove fuccelsful. » To Cotond 
Goddard, .t the Board obferve, * Our firft defire Is to 
“ obtain peace.” 

. When Raggqnaut Row had sfeaped_ froty Madgjee 
Sundia, apd ad joined, General { Goddard, who, con- 
fented to give higa perlonal pr "poeta, the Suprgee e 
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Cosacid spprove of its being continued to him, pro- 
vided -he thai) * not attempt to defeat the effect of 
“ your pegotiations, to which you are to give your 
** ¢atire attention without regard to any other confi- 
* desation.” ‘With fuch proofs of Mr.‘ Haftings’s 
fincere difpofition to accommodate our differences 
with the Marattas, what are the grounds to fuppole 
he wag Jefs inclined to a pacification than Mr. Fran- 
cis, Of any other member of the Board ? The Go- 
yernor General was not at all involved in the difgrace 
which the gentlemen of Bombay had incurred by 
their ill-timed expedition; on the contrary, the 
Cayrt of DireGtors had conveyed to him, by an ex- 
prefs over land, their approbation of the part which 
he had taken in their affairs. The anfwer of the 
Peona Durbar to our propofals was conveyed in few 
words, They would only confent to a peact on 
4« thefe condjtions: That we fhould give up the per- 
“ fon of Ragobah, and cede the ifland of Salfette ro 
* them.” Was it even propofed by any member of 
thé Supreme Council to purchafe a peace by fuch 
concefions ? It was nor. The war was therefore a 
war of neceflity on our part; and from this moment 
it ought to have been profecuted with the utmoft vi- 
gour. Thwarted and oppofed as the Governor Ge- 
neral was, the brilliant fuccefles which have attended 
oer arms will fully prove what our Governetent 
when poited may be capable of, 
Thac I might oot break in upon the narrative of 
the Maratta war, I have paffed over the other tranf- 
-a@tions of Goverament .during that period. The 
= 4 L 
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refolution fo commence hoftilicies apaimft the French, 
on the 7th of July, 1778, before any regulae advices 
ef a tupture had been received from Enptand, re- 
fleets honour upon every meniber of the Supreme 
Council in proportionto the rerponfibility which éach 
$neurred by fo {pwited ameafure. The celerity with 
whick two fhips of 40 guns each were fitted out, 
and joined Sw Edward Vernon before Pondicherry , 
arriving there againft the menfoon, m leis ten two 
months from the day when they were ordered to be 
equipped, the plan formed for the defence of the 
river, when the deftination of the Toulon flect was 
unknown, the reinforcements ordered to be taifed fur 
the army, the dafpeftian of our forces, aad thé af- 
fembly of the mubtia, are fubftantial proofs of the 
attention of the Governor General and Counci to 
the prelervation of the valuable empire committed 
to their charge, and the fpirit which animated aff 
panks of men living under their Goverament. 

Why the French. miffed fo favourable an opporta- 
nity | of attacking vs on the Malabar coaét we know 
not, ‘but it would have been a very poor fatisfaction 
to his country if Ms, Haftings had fiopped the 
march of the army defined fpr the prolervatign of 
Bombay, at fo critical a period, either of account 
of the expence attending it, as to add fil} more wm 
the fecurity of Bengal, already well fcuredyaf vate 
place, had.been attacked the follawiag yew. The 
majority of the fopreme Cougciltherafare-acyeumined 
at this time, that sheig army dhomid advance; and 
the Governor General had she Asenget and: belt 
_* founde 
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founded expectations of carrving the projefted aili- 
ance with Mvyodajee Boofla into execution, which 
was intended effectually to preclude the French nation 
from territorial poffeffions in every part of India. 

The temporary agreement between the Governor 
General and Mr, Francis, and the extraordinary 
event it produced, are facts, the elucidation af which 
is Gagreeable, Certain it is fome agreement was 
made as to the comda@t of the war, as certain that 
Mr. Heaftines, as well before as in the meetings which 
he bad with Mr, Francis, infified, that as the whole 
refponfibility of the war wich the Marattas was, by 
Me. Frencis and Mr. Wheler, thtown upon him, 
he fhould have the entire conduét of it, and as cer- 
tain that the perfons in Mr. Haftings’s confidence 
underftood that was agreed to. 

The Governor General’s plan for carrying on thé 
war was confefledly the deft that could have been 
propofed. The operations of a fmall army the le 
campaign had put us in poffeffion of an exténfive 
couitry, had confiderably atlded to our military re= _ 
putation ; and during the rains, that very feafon in 
which Mr. Francis contended nothing coald be done, 
Majer Popham took the iniportant fortrefs of Gua- 
Kier, By Mr. Frasicis’s oppofition to the Governor 
General's plan, our earthy, vehich was formied the laft 
campaign, was difttefied for pay, and continued’ in- 
active, when i¢-miptt’ have nioved witht giesteffett : 
that anny which asuft have-(> completely divided the 
forces and the aneation of the Marsteas, aif made 
we {neselaful in-every ddarctt, 
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The plas-which Mr. Haftings propefed fur-air- 
rying on the Maratta war exafly correfponded: with 
one drawn up by an extelfent officer, Licutenart- 
, Colonel Upton, of whom Mr. Francis himfelt bad 
the higheft opmnion, This gentleman had-ereve}ied 
to Poona by land, and his featiments were certataly 
a ftrong confirmation of the prapriety of the Gover- 
nor General’s propofitions. The great expences of 
the war are douhtiefs ta be larntated; but there ure 
feafons when gteat expences are abfolutely necdf¥ary ; 
gor cana Government, like ours, hope to be fectire, 
if in time of war we aré contented to guatd ol fron- 
tier only, This we muft do at a confiderable 
expence, ~ with the lof of repattation ; ‘but 
py’ , invading the ‘dominions of ovr enemies, 
we, have kept them at home, we haye deprived 
them .of refources for carrying .on the war, we 
have infufed’ fuch a degree of fpirit into the aative 
qroops in our fervice, that they dook upon themfelves 
as invincible when, heatled by Britrth officers sand 
the conguefts which we have made would -have 
amply repaid us for all our,expences, .had the-iira. 
fion of the Carnatic mot taken place. 

. The Governor General ‘would have had-to diti- 
eylty in extending the influence of thé Company 
through all thé gountries, now depeadent ,wponvthe 
Marattas, if che Native powers oft India had disd the 
{amg opinipn’ f the continuance of;hjy, authority, 
ae was univerfilly' ¢htertained of hig fapesior abititics 
and good foytaps.. : But uaforqunemly, “Mrs Hal 
tinos, norwithfandine hiz nite efforts centd he- 
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‘wer efface thofe. ideas which had fo generally been 
senceived from Reneres to Dehly, and in the Decan, 
of .his {peedy removal from the Government of 
Bengal. 

Before Sir Eyre Coote’s arrival, it was univerfally 
given out by the friends of Mr. Francis, that he 
would undoubtedly take a decided part againft Mr, 
Haitings. Thefe declarations fo often repeated, 
made a deep impreffion upon our allies, and were 
attended with very ferious confequences. I will 
mention one that immediately occurs to me. 

When our military eftablifhment was confiderably 
increafed, in confequence of the war with France, 
Mr. Haftings thoughg it reafonable that Cheyt Sing, 
the Raja of Benares, and a vaffal of the Company, 
fhould pay a proportion of an expence incurred for 
our common defence. This he fixed at five lacks of 
rupees per annum,-and the Raja was with fome dif- 
ficulty prevailed upon-+to acvancé this fum, but’he 
pofitively refufed to continue the payment beyond 
the firft year; and in this refolution he was con- 
firmed by a knowledge of Mr. Francis’s fentiments, 
who difapproved of any compulfion being ufed for 
the continuance of the payment. The intrigues of 
the Raja’s Vackeel in Calcutta, previous to the Gene- 
ral’s arrival, were very well known ; but as Sir Eyre 
Cote. fupported the authority of the Governor Ge- 
neral, the Raja was obliged, not only to pay five 
lacks of rupees for another year, but in addition to 
it, the expences incurred: by- the march of two bat- 

tations to PROT for tlie purpofe of enforcing the 
f . payment, 
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payment, if he fhould continue obftinate. If che 
Rajah had aot received the moft pofitve affurances 
from his agent at Calcutta, that Mr. Francis was 
on the point of fucceeding to tlhe Government, he 
never would have reduced Mr. HaJings to the ne- 
ceffity of taking fo violent a meafure, for the fup- 
pert of his own authority and the Company’s in- 
tereits, 

. If the expedtarion of a change in Bengal had been 
produftive of ao effects more detrimental to the pub- 
lic fetvioe than the contemptible oppofitien of the 
Raja of Benases, it had been fortunate; bue inde- 
pendent of the gteat relaxation of Government in 
ows-awa provinces, which was, and always muit be 
the confeqpence of it, fuch an expectation very effen- 
tielly interfered with the only plan by which the 
Maratts war could be brought to a fpeedy and fuc- 
cefsful termination. The Rajas of Jaynagur, Narva, 
Bundlecund, &c. were all, I can affirm from the 
belt authority, eager to throw off their dependence 
upon the Marattas; the flighteft affiftance from us 
would have enabled them to do it. The fuccefsful 
operations-of Major Popham’s little army has very 
protably produced this effect, if a peace is not yet 
cancluded, 


Our political influence was extended immediately 
upin. Mr, Hiaftings’s acceflion to the chair, Every 
power ia India has an agent in Calcutta; and thefe 
men regalarly wanfihic to their principals the intelli-, 
gence of the day. Influenced by the’ intelligence 
thus seovived, they have univerlally dreaded, and 
expected My. Haftings’s removal, and have been 

gt. 5 - deterred 
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déterred from taking part with fo unfteady a Gow 
vernment. 

Mr. Francis will excufe me for obferving that he 
is refponfible for the fatal confequence which follow- 
ed, from the opinion of a change in the Govern- 
ment being fo univerfal. The paragraphs of the 
general letters, from the direction which refleéted 
moft feverely upon Mr. Haftings, were induftrionfly 
circulated; Mr. Fiancis, in the moft unreferved 
manner, exprefled his certainty of fucceeding’ him 
in a few months, nor could all the efforts of Mr. 
Middleton at Lucknow, or Mr. Graham at Benares, 
obviate the bad effects which fuch pofitive declara- 
tions produced throughout Indoftan. I afarm, no- 
thing can be fo detrimental to the interefts of the 
Britifh nation in India, as a divided or unfetcled ad- 
miniftration in Bengal; and whatever iyftem tie 
Court of Dire€ters may adept in future, or whom- 
ever they may think proper to employ, they ought 
1) give the ruling membeis every public fupport in 
their power. The hands of Government Should be 
itrengthened by every poffible means. Profperity 
attended the confidence which they placed in Mfr. 
Haftiags ; and reverfe of fortune, the diminution, or 
more properly the annihilation of his authority. 

I now beg leave to offer a few remarks upon the 
ftate of our affairs in India. 

Qur fituation is indecd fo very alarming, that 
there are many mea who will believe, and many 
more who will affect to belicve them irretrievable y T° 
muft confefs that it will require alt the abjiities, die 
integrity, and the firmaefs of the Governor General, 

with 
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with every podible degree.of fupport that ‘can be 
given from home, to reftore Bengal to its former 
profperieys bet thas Mr, Hattings will,efie& this, if 
he-is treated with that confidence which his great 
and important fervices entitle him tp expedt,.1 _ 
not the fmalie doubt. 

What was.our fituation in Bengal, when Me. 
Haftings--arrwed there in 1772; and what is it at 
this time? To bring this fubject. to one point of 
view, I moft recapitulate what Lhave already ob- 
ferved. At the former period,. the Company’s debt 
at intere(t was above one Hundred and twenty Jacks. 
The Couct of Dieedctors: the feafon before had 
‘4oeen drawn upon for one hundred and twenty lacks. 
There was no profpect of providing future invelt- 
ments but by..an increafe of the bond debt, as our 
civil and military expences, were barely defrayed by 
the annual revennes. In one year only what a 
change was effzcted. The alliance with Sujah Dow- 
Jah brought fuch an ample fupply of treafure mto 
Bengal, that every fervice was fully provided for, 
and the bond-debt reduced. Until this period, our 
foreign connections only ferved to accelerate the cuin 
of our provinces, by draining them of the little — 
that remained in them. 

‘ No one good effect was experienced from our. ale 
fiance with Sujah Dowlah, before Mr. Haftings’s 
aceeffion to the. chairs an entire brigade kepe at 

+ Allahabad, which was paid by the al iis of 
‘filver from Bengal, was a ruin. 
- 2 & very confiderahle furn was faved by the redue- 
tios of the ftipends paid to the Nabob and, his 
in minifters. 
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minttets. In this particular, where the iatereft pf 
the Cotnpaity- was concerned, Mr, Haftings paid a 
poineett attention to the orders of, the Court of Dj- 
ders, At the feafon when the Supseme Counnil 
atrived, our inveftment was fe confiderebly ivcreafs 
ed; that two extra fhips, the Anfon and she Ney- 
thumberland, were fenchome. The following vege 
we obtained a clear additional reverrue of swesty- 
four lecks from Bendres, and the expence.of at leat 
a thisd of our army was defrayed py the Vizier. 
Fhe beneficial advantages are the sefult of Mr. 
Plattiags’s teeaty of 1773 5 a treaty which. the maje~ 
rity of the Supreme Council decried in all its pays 
the fief month of their arrival. Ching, Bombay, 
and “Madras, have been fupplied with treafure to, @ 
very confiderable amount; and the annual inyeft- 
ihene frem 1774 to 1779, was confidesably abova a 
fhillion fterling each year. The bond-debt was in- 
tirely paid off, and a large balance of cash wn opr 
tredfary, il had forget to mention the greclion of 
public granaries, by which the return of famine, 
which fo depopulated that country, is totally pre- 
‘vented, 
*% A feries of events which I have already related 
Promeke on the Maratra svar; a war in Europe 
ebliged us to iucreafe our mutary eflablilhment 
‘very comfiderably, to provide a marine force, to re- 
itiferce Sir Edward Vernos, and for the defence pf 
‘the-aiver, -Thefe exertions were attended with addi- 
didnal esepence, buy they were ablojugely neceffagy, 
and have been fully approved of ,a& dging. .Jiac 
Feehthy-contrary sto ‘their vfusl, pokey, sajled she 
f & . M fairelt 
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faireft opportunity which they ever could have had 
to regat tlicir irifluence in India. Why they wefe 
fo remifa we know not; bat what would Mr. Ena 
tings have deferved, had he taken no fteps to coun- 
*teraGt their intrigues at Poona, and in conféquénce 
of them, two regiments and a hundred French offi- 
‘ters had landed at Choule. When our fucceffes 
againft the Marattas gave us every reafon to expect 
an honourable peace, the Carnatic was invaded. 
This was a frefh demand upon Bengal for men, 
money, and provifions. The exertions of the Gover- 
nor General and Sir Fyre Coote, have faved Fort St. 
George. After fo many great drains from our trea- 
fury, after fupporting an expenfive war againit the 
Marattas, and affording Bombay fuch  effeétual 
“affiftance in cafh, provifions, and ftores, after dou- 
bling our inveftment for many years, that debt 
which, when Mr. Haftings came to the chair, was 
above one hundred and twenty lacks, was, on the 
ssth of December lait, only fixty-fix lacks of cur- 
rent rupees, and we had eighty-eight lacks of goods 
in the Company’s warehoufes. 

I have already ftated my reafons for fuppofine 
that we are how at peace with the Maratras, An 
accommodation with Hyder Alty, or his entire 
overthrow, anift foon follow. When thefe events 
have taken place, our military eftabifhment may be 
tonfiderably reduced; she Prefidency of ‘Bortbay 
wraft fupport us expences from the revenues arifing 
from their late acquifitions, The Carnatic vatinoc 
recover itfelf for many years. Before ity invafién, 
‘tle country was aleuit ras, and the Mabul dither 

‘Winted, 
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“wanted, or pretended to want, maney for his private 
expences. 

The Govetnment of Bengal muft fixpply Bombay 
and Madras with cafh, as it has conftantly done, 
if their own refources are inadequate to their dif- 
burlements. And from the revenues of Beagal muft 
the inrereft of their bond debts be paid. This I 
contend can eafily be dene, if fome care is taken to 
prevent Bengal trom being unneceffarily diained of 
its f{pecie, and if foieign trade is properiv encoy- 
raged. To effect there points, the Court of Direc- 
tors muft fix upon fome equitable mode, by which 
the private fortunes of their fervants can be remitted 
to England. At prefent they are under an abfolute 
neceflity either of fending their fortunes home ja 
cath, which is ruinous to Bengal, or of Jending theje 
money to foreigners, by which means the Company’s 
fales in England mutt be effentially injured. 

If foreigners fhould once be under the neceffity of 
bringing bullion to Bengal to purchafe cargoes, fuch 
a flaw of treafure to our exhaufted provinces would 
amply compenfate for a trifling diminution of the 
public fales in England; and if the Company’s fer- 
vants are reftricted from lending money to foreigners, 
they muft either bring bullian to Bengal, or relin- 
quifh the trade altogether. JI can fay, from my owa 
knowledge, that ic is from neceffity, not chaice, the 
Company’s fervants fupply them with cafh. But ap 
equitable mode of remittance once fixed by the Die 
regtors, difmiffion from the fervice fhould be she py- 
nithment.of any man who fhould lend money ta fg- 
feign or to foreign companies, 

M 2 Perhaps 
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Perhaps the Court of Directory do not know'ther 
ex:ent to which this trade is carried on. Foor Porm 
rijoefé Piigs Wave failed from Bengal this year. I 
camt’to Lifben in drie Of them. Her car#o wed y2- 
fied at five lacks of rupees. The othera-wete fill 
tore valuable. Some of thefe fhips were taken up 
in India; the captains and owners botrowed as muck 
money as they wanted to purchafe both hips andcars 
goes, on the following terms : — The lenders to re« 
ceive 12 per cent. intereft, and two fhillings for each 
current rupée at Lifbon, three months after the arti- 
val of the fhip. Prejudicial as this trade may appear 
to the Dnectors, it is not half fo ruinous to Bengal a, 
the remittance of fortunes in filyer would be. The 
Dutch and Datiifh Companies, as well as individuals 
of both nations, have borrowed large fums left year, 
and the feafon preceding, upon the terms above mien- 
tioned. 

*" The trade to Suez thould, if poffible, be again 

“@pened ; ft is advantageous to Bengal in every paint 

‘Of view, and can never interfere with the Company’s 
fales ih England. Mir. Haftings deferves the highett 
Cfedit for hie encouragement of this trade, and for 
his attempts #o eftablifh a regular communication 
with owt native country by this route. We owe the 
early cay ture of Pondicherry entirely to it. 

I own I dépatt from the line of my poefefion 
when [I prefime to hazard opinions upon commercial 
fabjefts ; but-as I have been fifteen years in Bengal, 
‘ghd have not been an wntencerned {peftaror of she 
titidus thatees whith have happened in thet ame, 
: “i may 
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Lamay be exeuled for declaring my featiments upap a 
fukject af fuch importance. 

Arts, agriculture, and commerce, have greatly ine 
ceeafed Gace my firft arrival in Indja. Thetiches of 
Bengal are its manofactures. For them there will 
always be a market; and while we increafe in popu- 
lgtioa, we mui increafe our manufactures. Mr. 
Haftiags, it muit be recollected, fucceeded go the 
Goverament at a moft unfavourable period. The 
Jofs by the dreadful famine of 1770 has been eftj- 
mated at fyur millions of people; and from my own 
obf¢rvaiions in various parts of Bengal, | do nor 
think this an exaggerated account. 

However I may be miftaken when I {peak of wade, 
I will venture to affirin, that our affairs in Bengal 
are much more alarming in appearance than in 
reality. 

Let us fuppofe that by the time the war in India 
is at an end, and a general peace has been eftablifhed 
in Europe, the bond debt in Bengal amounts to 290 
lacks of rupees *. This is not fo Jarge a {um as was in 
fa& owing when Mr. Haftings came to the chair. 
The bond debt was then 120, and the Duire¢tors had 
been drawn upon for above 100 lacks of rupees only 
the feafon before. I hope it will be recollected that 
this great debt was contracted ia times of the woft 
profound peace , and the greateft part of it even before 


* I cannot avoid defiring the attention of the public to this part of 
my Narrative. “It was written en my paflage from Bengul to Lilbon 
fn ry8s. What f have vercused to foretel, has in a geeat meafure 
happesett —~ We have pease sa Lodsa, and pur bond deht an Bengal ss 
gag tacks. 

the 
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the famine. - Dhesdfiul as was that calamity, its effects 
were more fevercly felt after Mr. , Haftings’ s acceffion 
to the Goverrithent than at the time it happened. Ie 
is a fait? that the colletions in the year of the famine, 
and ‘the year after, were higher than in either of the 
two preceding ones. 

The intereft of 200 lacks of rupees will be 16 
Jacks a year. All our eftablifhments upon a peace 
will be confiderably reduced ; and if the Governor 
General is properly fupported, the Government of 
Bengal will acquire a’vigour, to the want of which, 
and not to. the Maratta war, we owe our prefent 
misfortunes. 

To pay the intereft of this debt, let us examine 
eur funds, and compare them with thofe of 1772. 
¥ will fuppofe the actual collections from Bengal, 
Bahar, and Orixa, to be only what they were at that 
period. 

The favings under the different heads of tribute to 
the King, ftipends to the Nabob, his minifters and 
dependants, are at leaft 50 lacks of rupees a year. 

Fhe Vizier pays 70 lacks of rupees annually to- 
svaids our military expences. , 

We fhall receive annually from Cheyt Sing, 24 
lacks of rupees. 

When our dominions and our influence, at leak 
an influence advantageous to che Company, were 
bounded by.the.banks of the Carumnafla, our mili- 
tary expences were 105 lacks of rupees a year. 
~ ur connection with Oude, now fo profitable, was 
a mnoft difadvantapeous one before Mr. Haftings ar- 
tived in Bengal. To the Company it was ruinous, 
although 
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although it anfwered the interned purpofes of cer- 
tain individuals perfectly well. 

“Can one good reafon be given for the very curious 
deputation to Sujali Dowlah in 1768, again the 
Opinion of Mr. Verelft, at that time the Governor 
of Bengal ? or for keeping the third brigade at Alla- 
habad until the middle of the year 1769, at the 
Corhpany’s expence ? 

The tranfactions of that period are worthy the 
public attention —I may enlarge upon them here- 
after. 

At a peace our military expences can and will be 
reduced to tro lacks of rupees a year. 

The intereft of our debt, fuppofing it 200 lacks, 
will be 16 lacks a year. 

When Mr. Haftings came to the Government, 
the Company owed fomething more than 120 
lacks, 

Upon comparing thé accounts of 1771, and they 
are applicable to a former period, with thofe at a fo- 
‘much-wifhed-for peace, the balance will be 133 
lacks a year in favour of the Company, as appears 
by the fullowing ftatement : 


EXPENCES in 1771. 
. Rupees. 
Military, = aad — — ot §8105 
‘Intereft of bond debr, ae a =e 410 
Paid in tribute, Qipends, &c. but retrenched Pe 
by Mr. Haftings, — — f 


Total ania 16 5 


“IXPENCES 
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(EXPRNCES @aPRacs ak 

. _ Kapees. 

MUR ort “1 ste, BP 
Inngraft of debt, ey ee 


‘ 4 oe'e 
Ford . rm 426 


* Credit ih favour of thé Conttpany. 
Difteterté of difburtements, — 1 “* <> * 39 
Paid by thé Vizier, — — — -——' ‘fo 
By'the Raja of Benares,  —- tes 2g 

: Total, — 133 
entoainas 


While arte, manufactures, and gomymeroe, ane 
encouraged in Bengal; while the natives continac 
happysunder our Gavernment, and attached mit as 
the great body of the people are; whale popplatien 
increafes, a8 it has done the laft {even years, Bengal 
mut be a moft valuaiile country to Great.Briraig; 
but it can only yreld its tribute by ghe increafe of the 
annual inveftment. 

Mic. Haftutgs has been very feverely charged with 
difobedience of orders--Upon this fubje | matt 
add a few words. I do not neap to juftify, the 
Goveraor Geoeral’s condu& by pleading pregedent 
for ft, yet Fam reduced to the difagreeable ngceflity 
of contrafting jt with the condud of, his prede- 
eeGfortia power.ja, Bengal, : 
sy I sfiem 
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I affirm that it had long been reported, Mr. 
Haftings was to be difmiffed the fervice, that Mr. 
Francis was to fucceed him; and the reinftatement 
of Mefits. Briftow, Fowke, and Mahomed Rezz 
Cawn, were connected with Mr. Francis’s acceffion’ 
to the Government. This report, circulated for 
months throughout Indoftan, obliged Mr. Haftings 
to adopt meafures which were by no means agree- 
able to the natural humanity of his temper, or to 
that regard to the juft claims of individuals which 
he is known to poffefs. He affigned his reafons to 
the Directors for keeping them out of office, and if 
they were not approved, he of courfe expected to be 
difmified from the fervice. ‘To thofe who ferved in 
India I appeal, whether it is not abfolutely neceflary 
to ftrengthen the hands of Government by every 
poffible means, and to imprefs the natives with an 
idea of tts ftability ; That the reinftatement of Mr. 
Briftow,’Mr. Fowke, and Mahomed Reza Cawn, would. 
have had a contrary effect is univerfally known. 

‘When General Richard Smith was Commander in 
Chief of the Company’s forces in Bengal, and third 
member of the Secret Committee and the Council, 
he wrote the following letter to the Secret Com- 
mittee, 24th November 1767, and forced Mr, 
Verelft to do an act of greater feverity than Mra 
Haftings was ever guilty of in the whole courfe of 
his political life. I muft affirm bere, that the Eaft- 
India Company was faddled with the expence of an 
eftublithment of a Supreme Court of Judicature, in 
comfequence of the difcuffions which this famous 


leteer produced. 
N ss The 
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“ The natuse of the istelligshce tranfmitead fram 
* Calcusga to Sizah Dowlak ie without limits, The 
“* Nebob ianlmoft as well acduainced with the Par~ 
“¢ hakbentany proceedings as I amy how far the im» 
‘f partance and dignity of che Cempany, end the 
“ weight and influence of adminiftration is leffened. 
‘* in his efte¢m by fach communication, may be eafily 
“conceived. Whilft a Vackeel is fo ready and fo 
“ fuse « zhannel to sommunicate inteligence, few 
* men will be found fo hardy as to maintain.a direct 
“ correfpandence with the Nabob; but these is a 
‘* man who has obliquely offered fo preat an infole 
“to eur Prefident, that was. I prefent at the Board, I 
*¢ would move foi the exerticn of our authority to 
“Sits utmoft extent to free the fettlement from fo 
« dangerous an inhabitant; I mean Mr. Bolts; and 
‘f the inclofed copy of a letrer to Mr. Zentil, avhere 
“ he afferts an abfolute falfehood, which tends to 
“4 leffen thas effeutial digasty and neceffary influence of 
* our Prefident, ia furely deferving of your severe 
« refentment.” 

I approve highly of General Richard Smith’s ar- 
guments; if he had knows hew she afferital dignity 
and neceffary influence of Mr. Haftings, would have 
been affected by carrying the Dweétor’s orders into 
execution refpecting Mr. Briftow, he would upon 
his own prineipies have concurred in the difobedience 
of them, had he Seen « member of the Supreme 
Council in December, 3779. - 

Three-poor Armenians, the tradiag- agents ef Mi. 
Bolt, a keen “tratier himfelf, whe perhaps wanted 

to 
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to cote In fot forte “hate of the plunder of Onde 
and Benares, were afterwards fciztd, and treated 
with too much rigour. Moft men in Bengal attri- 
buted General Smith’s conduct to private motives. 
It is ftri@ty jaftifiable upon public grounds; how- 
ever ‘I thuft add in this place, and I can prove it, 
that our conneéion with Sujah Dowlah at that time 
Was ruinous to the Eaft-India Company, in as preat 
a degree as it was advantaceous to a few individuals 
an power. 

The Directors’ moft pofitive ordets have been re- 
peatedly difobeyed or evaded during my refidence 
in Bengal. Two very particular inftances I will 
now mention. 

As foon as the Court of Directors were informed 
of the falt monopoly of 1765, they fent pofitive 
orders to Bengal to abolifh it immediately on the re- 
ceipt of their letter. In defiance of this order, the 
mdnopo}y was continued almoft two years longer, 
and the profits arifing from it were divided amongft 
the members of the Council, General Richard Smith 
(Commander in Chief at that time) and the prin- 
cipal civil aad military fervants in Bengal. 

The Dire€tors had pofitively prohibited their fer- 
vants in Bengal from crawing upon them except for 
a certain amount, and a rate of exchange much 
more favourable than the prefent. Yet by a refolu- 
tion of the Council, in October, 1769, bills were 
drawn upon them at a very unfavourable exchange 
for the Company, to the amount of one million and 
Gxry choufand pounds fterling. I affirm that three- 
WN 2 fourths 
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fourths of the money paid into the treafury in Cal- 
cutta might Have been borrowed upon bond until the 
Dirtétors’ pleafure was known. 

Let thefe inftances of difobedience be compared 
with the charges brought againft Mr. Haftings. 

I will here quote Generai Richard Smith’s fenti- 
ments upon the fubject of difobedience of orders. 

In his minute of the 2sth of September, 1769, 
when he propofed opening the Company's treafury, 
and to grant bills upon the Directors, he fays, 
¢¢ Alchongh the Court of Directors’ orders are ftrong 
“in prohibition, yet I think we fhall be fully wer- 
Sf ranted to deviate from thofe orders, and I do not 
«think I fhould perform my duty to the Company 
“as a member of their adminiftration, if I did not 
“enter this my opinion upon the public records,” 

Upon another occafion, 24th November, 1767, 
General Richard Smith writes to the Secret Com- 
mittee, whofe orders he was bound to obey in the 
fame degree as Mr. Haftings is thofe of the Direc. 
tors. ‘© My zeal for the welfare of the ftate ] ferve 
** would, on occafions of preat emergency, induce 
*© me not only to hazard my commrffion, but even 
“« fabjeét my life and honour to the fentence of a 
¢ yeneral court-martial, tather than the pudli¢ fervice 
* fhoull fuffer by delay. Whenever I act contrary 
€* to sheir orders, it is not that I entertain the moft 
« diftant idea of difobedience or independence, but 
* from a conmvittion that ut ¢his difance from the Pre- 
“ fdeney, their orders and the welfare of the fate may 
. happen, they hace happened, to be incompatible, and 

“ whenever 
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S¢ aubenever. J take upou me to deviate from their erdns, 
« ip is not from independent authority, I prefume, becay/e 
“< Tknow I am totally refponfible ta them for fych 2 

“* deviation.” 

This is the language of a fenGible m man. Itis magly 
language. Ir is the language of Mr. Hatftings ; but 
in the Governor General’s cafe, the arguments operate 
with ten-fold force, when we confider the fituations 
of Mr. Haftings and General Richard Smith ; the 
former could only receive an{wers from bis /uperiors 
in fifteen or eighteen months, the latter in as many 
days. 

I will now mention a few effential points in which 
Mr. Haftings pointedly obeyed the orders of the 
Directors. He employed Nundcomar by their 
orders, 

He reduced the Nabob’s ftipend from thirty-two 
to fixteen lacks of rupees. He abolifhed nominal 
penfions to a large amount, He fufpended Maho- 
med Reza Cawn from his office; he brought him to 
a trial before the Council for his former condud; 
and to the juftice, the impartiality, and the attention 
of Mr. Haftings, Mahomed Reza Cawn has always 
declared, he was indebted for his life, which the 
villany of Nundcomar would have deprived him af. 
Jn November, 1773, Mr. Haftings received the 
thanks of the Diretors for his great attention to 
their orders, and for his other eminent fervices. 

Soon after the majority of the Supreme Council ar- 
rived in Bengal, they afferted that Mr. Haftings had 

= 40 lacks of rupees, or 400,0001. from the 
3 Fevenues 
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revenues of Rengal, in lefs.than-thrte years: The 
defpicable chatatter of the man on whofe informa- 
tion this declaration was prounded, the well-known 
moderation of Mr. -Hattings, his active and vigorous 
adminiftration, the ftate of his private fortune at 
that time, or at prefent, which any man may know 
that choofes to inquire, are folid proofs of the falfity 
and the folly of this affertion. Are the great fervants 
of the Company who preceded Mr. Haftings in high 
ftations, although not in the chair, willing to put 
their integrity to this teft; will they declare the 
amount of their private forrunes? 

i do affirm, that if public and repeatedly af- 
ferted declarations have any weight, the amount of 
the private fortunes of three gentlemen, of higti 
ftation, who left Bengal in the courfe of the year 
1769, or in January 1770, equalled the atnount of all 
the private fortunes that have been accumulated du- 
ring Mr. Haftings’s government of ten years, from 
the revenues of Bengal, Bahar, and Orixa, by the 
civil and military fervants of the Company. 

If we were to judge from vague reports, what 
charater could be fhelrered fromm calumny. -1 cati 
recolleck perfectly well, that in the year’ 1768 and 
1769, it was univerfally faid in Bengal, that a mint 
was eitablifhed at Allahabad, that the pood rupees, 
which were fo abfurdly fent from Bengal and Bahar 
to that place, were all recoined into bafe rupees, 
called Viziery; that our troops fuftamed avery heavy 
lofs by being obliged to recetve their pay im this bafe 
moacy. ‘That twenty-fx lacks‘ of ficca rupees were 
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gimually, font from Bengal, for the payment of the 
King’: true, but that, bis. Majefty actually received 
itm aviciery rupepss; and thet a very confiderable 
Shane of the profits arifing fren this coinage, which 
was fasd;to be wuautherized by the Governor and 
Council, centered in the Commander in Chief, Ge- 
neral Richard Smith. I¢ does not, however, follow, 
that this was the fact, Ihave been long enough in 
India to know, that men who are deprived of thé 
epportunity of making money themfelves, are very 
apt to exageerate when they ftate the advantages of 
their fuperiors. It is very poffible to inveftigate this 
matter thoroughly; and I muft obferve, that Mr. 
Haftines has been accufed of peculation upon much 
more flender ground. 

Upon the fubject of prefents received, which was 
ene of the modes by which Mr. Haftings was ac- 
cufed of haviag made the enormous fum of 400,0001. 
} thatl make but one obfervation:—-That, upon a 
reference to the {sovernor General’s Durbar charges, 
it will be found he bas brought to the Company’s 
credit the fams which he received, and has drawn 
the amount of the prefents he made from the Trea- 
fury. This rule was obferved, I believe, by his pre- 
deceffors. Inthe Confultations of the 8th of De- 
cember, 3769, and fince printed in the Reports of 
the Secret Committee of 1773, I find, that General 
Richard Sanith made the Mogul, Shaw Allum, a 
prefent te the amount of 2000l. fterliag, when bis 
Majefy boxcured kim with a vifit to Sujxh Dowlah, 
Bulwant Sing, and a firing of et ceteras. Prefeats, 

for 
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for which he ‘received from the Company one fark’ 
twenty-four whwuland fix hunderd and fix Sovaut, 
Tupets, Or't6,o001. ftetling. I do ndt fee the pre- 
fents which he received in return, brought to account; 
but if the invariable cuftom and ufage of the coun- 
try at that time to men of high rank and ftation was 
difpenfed with, out ef delicacy to his feelings, and he 
received no prefents from the King, Sujah Dowlah, 
&c. his liberality was a very unneceflary wafte of the 
public money. , 

The execution of Nundcomar has been again 
brought forward. The ingenious Engli/h writer of 
A Letter from Calcutta has, without any foundation, 
quoted the moft refpectable authority for calling his 
death a murder. My obfervations upon it will be 
very fhort. so 

Nundcomar was employed by Mr. Haftings, on 
his firft arrival in Bengal, at the exprefs deGre of the 
Court of Direétors. Mr. Haftings’s choice of the 
man excited very general furprife, as the caufe was 
not: kaown. Nundcomar’s villany was detected in 
the affair of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and Mr. Haf-. 
tings ceafed te employ him. On the arrival of the 
Supreme Council he gave in the curious information 
which { have already mentioned. It is remarkable, 
that when [Lord Clive and the Secret Committee 
of 476g, were invefted with all inquiGitorzal power, 
Nundcomar gave in an information againg Mfr. John 
Johnfton. and ather fervaazs of the Company, fimilac 
to that which -he afterwards gave in againit Mr. 
Hiaitings, and npon, a full enquiry, .the information 

. Was 
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qas found to be woid df the finaileft foundation. Mr. 
Laltitigs commericed aprofecution againft him. * The 
majority, and’ Mr. Jofeph Fowke, vifited him ia 
comfitement; an attention which, of courie, ar- 
tratted the notice of every man in Indoftan, and in- 
ducéd Nundcomar to fuppofe that he fhould be pro- 
tected at all events by the Supreme Council. 

I now come to the forgery. in 1762, a Gentoo 
was condenined to be hanged for this crime. The 
fentence was refpited; and his Majefty was pleafed to 
pardon the criminal ; but 1 believe it was underftood 
that the royal mercy would never again be extended 
toa fimilat offender. Be that as it may, Nudcomar, 
when he committed a forgery many years after this 
period, atcompanied with the moft aggravatitig cire 
cumftances, well knew the confequerice if he fhould 
be deteéted. A lawyer, in 1772, was faid, and truly, 
I believe, to have received ten thovfand rupees for 
fujipreffing his knowledge of the affair. Nundcomar 
was well acquainted with the nature of ourlaws, He 
had had a hundred caufes before the Mayor’s Court at 
different times. Before his profecutor complained, 
he offered to fettle the affair for fifty thoufand rupees. 
He repeated the offer after Nundcomar was in jail, 
Was Nundcomar’s refufal fuppofed to be the refult 
of conftidus innocence? Was there a man in Bengal 
queftioned the fairnefs of his trial, or the characters 
of the juryfnen who found him guilty? Was he not 
univerfally deemed the moft unprincipled of all the 
intriguing natives of Bengal? 1 am not an advocate 
for the judges ;: bat ae a moft illiberal and unjult 
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motive has been affigned for their condudt, and their 
defire to-fereen Mr. Haftings from the effects of his 
information, IJ mult affert,, and Ido it in the mof 
folemn manner, that Mr. Haftings was not concerned, 
either directly or indireétly, in the apprebenfion, the 

trial, or the execution, of Nundcomar. 
The judges might have refpited the execution of 
the fentenee; I wit with ali my heart they hed; 
but fomething may be urged in their favour upon this 
head. It was the firft grand caufe that came before 
them. “I was at Berhampore, about 100 miles from 
Calcutta, at the time of Nundcomar’s trial and exe- 
cution. Jc was the common fubject of converfation 
amongit men of all ranks. I have heard the fen- 
timents of feveral natives, then, and fince upon 
it. At the time, they very generally obferved, that 
N undcomiar, though he was undoubtedly guilty, was 
too rich a man to be hanged; and fince his death, it 
was faid, he depended upon the interference of the 
Supreme Council, or he would have compromifed the 
affair before his trial. Might not the judges be fup- 
pofed to have atted as they did, from a defire to jm- 
prefs the natives with an idea of the juflice and the im- 
partiality of the Supreme Court? Would pot the 
fame fet of men, who think Mr. Ffaftings capable of 
fo villandus an ation as influencing the judges of 
the Su ‘Court of Judicature, ar thofe judges 
of being i ced upon fuch aa ocealion; would 
they not have concluded that Nundcowsar, if his 
execution had been refpited, had obtained that favour’ 

By tiuproper means ? 

Ja 
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In this review of the tranfactions in Bengal, I have 
-avoided as much as poffible every expreffion which 
may ‘be ftppofed to convey a perfonal reflection. Ie 
is from neceffity, not from inclination, that I have 
been obliged to contraft his conduct with any man’s, 
However ftrong the provocation may have been, Mr. 
Haftings has upon all occafions attended folely to his 
owrr juftification. It has been the fate of che Gover- 
nor General, whofe liberality of fentiment ean only 
be equalled by his moderation, or rather by his con- 
tempt of money, to be engaged in a perpetual courfe 
of party contention. No man could lefs meric fuch 
a fate. With integrity that has defended him agaiak 
the moft tempting offers of private advantage, 
with ‘abilities and application that have faurmounted 
greateft difficulties, he has been reduced to the 
painful neceffity of defending himfelf from the excra- 
ordinary charges of private rapacity, and a want of 
zeal for the intereft of his employers. To the fir I 
fhall onty obferve, that he bas now been almoft ren 
years at the head of the adminiftration in Bengal, a 
period much more than fufficient to anfwer the pri- 
vate views of any man, if to accumulate money was 
his objet. To the laft, I fhall oppofe the very flow- 
rifhing ftate in which the Supreme Council found 
Bengal, and in which it continued, until foreign 
wars, and what is ftill worfe, a continued oppofition 
to the Governor General, exhaufted our treafury, and 
dimithed or almoft annihilated the neceflary power of 
Government, 
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é HE crrival of the Belmont enables me 
to carry on this review to the 21ft of May laft, 

The Nizam remained inactive. In the latter 
end of April he expreffed his withes ¢o join us in 
an alliance againft Hyder Ally Cawn, On this 
account Mr. Holland remained at Hyderabad, al~ 
though he had intended to quit it on accoynt of his 
health. The Nizam’s condu& is politic. Hyder 
afpied to the fubafhip of the Decan, and had ap- 
plied to the King for funnuds, through Nuzeph 
Cawn. 

The engagement with the Rajah of Berar pro- 
mifes to be followed with the molt important and 
beneficial effects. Colonel Pearfe, in his march 
through Cuttac, received every affiflance he ftood 
in need of from the Naib of that province, and his 
camp was amply fupplied with provifions. It is 
fuppofed he would be Joined at Ellore by 2000 
of the Berar horfe ; the remainder of that army was 
pn its return to Naigpoore, except that part of it 
which was to a¢t in conjunction with our forces 
againft Guramundela, Ic is impoffible to detail the 
vegosiation which brought on this agreement, but 
jt refictts great honoys upon Me, Hafings, Mr. 
_Wheler, who entitely concurred in opinion with 
‘bi, ‘and Mr. Anderfon, through whofe agency it 
“was concluded. No chout, as has been reprefented, 
aie wag 
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was either given or promifed, and our fuperiori- 
ty appeared through the whole courte of the nego- 
ciation.* a 

On the fame day, the ad of April, an agreement 
‘was figned between the ambaflador of the Nabab of 
Arcot, and the Supreme Council on the part of the 
Company. By this agreement, the wholc revenues 
of the Carnatic are appropriated for the fervices of 
the war. Credit being given to the Nabob’s credi-v 
tors for the actual collections from thofe diftricts 
which had been previoufly affigned to them. The 
utility of this agreement will forcibly ftrike every 
impartial perfon, 

Lieutenant-colonel Camac’s night attack on the 
camp of Madjec Sindia, was attended with very fae 
vourable confequences. Many of the chiefs who 
were compelled to join him, had come over to us; 
and an overture for a pacification had fecretly been 
made by Sinuia himfelf. His army was difperfed, 
except about 7000 horfe under Ambajee Punt, which 
were furprifed and totally defeated by Captain Bruce, 
the officer who had fo great a fhare in taknig the 
fortrefs of Gualier. Thefe fucceffes and the alliance 
with Moodajee Boofla gave us the faireft hopes of a 
{peedy accommodation with the Marattas, and their 
junction with us againft Hyder Ally Cawn; events 


* Many fevere ftri€tures have been paffed upon Mr. Haftings for 
this agreement: bug the men beft acquainted with Indias affairs, 
who have no intercft sn traducing his charafter, give him great cicdi¢ 
for breaking the grand confedeiacy formed againft us, and fecuring 
Colonel Pearfe’s march, at the trifing expence of fixteen lacks of 
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which Mr. Haftings moft anxioufly withes to ac- 
complifh. 

Previmcial courts of juftice had been eftablifhed, 
agreeably to the Governor General's plan, and acon- 
trou} vetted in the chief juftice. The Company and 
the natives, after fix months experience, have fonfibly 
felt the good effects of this regulation. To the for- 
mer it is a vety confiderable faving, to the latter jt 
has infured an impartial, and not an expenfive diftzi- 
bution of juitice. 

The former mode of collecting the revenues has 
been abolifhed. An increafe of 39 lacks or 390,090). 
is expected from this regulation, which is Mr, Hal- 
tings’s plan, formed in 1773, and the propriety of 
it confirmed by eight years experience of the former 
defettive fyftem.* 

' The revenue from fale will be 30 tacks of rupees 
of 300,600l. fierling this year. The gentleman Mr. 
Haftitigs has placed at the head of this bufinefs, 
whofe abilities and integrity have never been exceed- 
ed in Bengal, has made this declaration, and the au- 
thority is inconteftible; fo that the additional re- 
fources from the revenues of Bengal may fairly be 
eftimated for this year at 690,000. 

The carge of the Belmont is vilued at 163 lacks, 
er 164,000}. prime coft; the Neptune, which was 
obliged to return to Bengal, had 14% lacks, br 
145,00dI, of board ; and there remained in the Com. 
pany’s warehoufes in Bengal, gaods to the amount of 
§9 lacks, ot 590,A00!, 


_ § The leh advices confirm the truth of this oRimate. 
"}) dneteate to 570,000]. in 178. 
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The inveftment for 1781-2 is fixed at go lacks, 
or §60,dool. and ‘was providing when the Belmont 
failéd ; fo that for the fhips of chis feafon there wilt 
be poodé to the amount of 1,600,000l. in Bengal. 

The Company’s difpatches by the Belmont will 
prove what exertions the government of Bengal is 
capable of when unanimity reigns in its councils. 

On the 6th of July, Sir Eyre Coote gained a deci- 
five victory over the army of Hyder Ally Cawn, and 
in the following month he was joined by the Bengal 
detachment, under the command of Colonel Pearfe. 


CONTINUATION. 


The campaign of 1781, upon the coaft of Coroman- 
del was uniformly fuccefsful on our part. Hyder 
Ally was defeated by Sir Eyre Coote in Auguit and 
September, the important fortrefs of Neyapatnam 
was taken in November, and Trincomale in the 
following month. It is no part of my prefent plan 
to, enter isto a particular detail of the operations of 
our army in the Carnatic. — Sir Eyre Coote received 
in the courfe of the campaign the moft ample fup- 
plies of money and provifions from Bengal, and he 
attributed his fuccefs, in a great meafure, to tke un- 
wearied exertions of the Governor Ceneral and Coun- 
cil, forthe fupport of the Prefidency of Fost St. 
George, and the army under his command. 

- In the month of April 1781, Mr, Haflings care 
ried intu effe&t a plan which he had projected fome 
time before, for collecting the revenues of pe 
and Bahar. The interference of Europeans if the 
interior parts of Bengal, and the various abufes hefe- 
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tofore alledged to have been committed by natives 
in the fervice of Englith gentlemen were effectually 
prevented. Every encouragement was held out ta 
the Zemfndars and farmers to induce them to atrend 
to the cultivation and improvement of their feveral 
Zemindaries and farms; and a deduction was allow- 
ed to fuch of them as fhould pay their rents at Cal- 
cutta, (the Sudder.) The plan ittlf is in fa@ merely 
reverting to the fyftem of collecting the revenues as 
eftablithed and practifed when the Mogul empire 
Was in its vigour. The three great, points which 
Mr. Haftings had in view, have been moft com- 
pletely anfwered by the new fyftem. — Firft, The 
eafe and happinefs ot the native landholders and 
farmers : — Second, A rctrenachment in the expence 
of collecting the revenues: — And third, An in- 
creaf. in the amount colle‘ted. The actual receipts for 
the year 1781 exceeded the receipts of the preceding 
year in the fum of three hundred thoufand pounds.* 

Another very confiderable branch of the Company's 
revenue in Bengal, was increafed, by Mr. Hagings 
to the fum of five hundred and feventy thousand 
* The Sele& Committee made a report upon this plan, in the manth 
ef May 1782, before it was poiliole that its effects could be known. 
It is fomething fingular that they thould condemn Mr. Hattings ‘fa 
the report alluded to, for taking the colfedtiods from 'Horopdahé, 
and putting them into the hands of the natives, hut th the dele. 
berated Njath Bepore af the Sclect Cammineo, pitblithed the fal- 
fowing year, the Government of Bengal js blamed for depriving 
the natives of every office of honour and émalument, which ate 
seed to be velteg iin the hands of Europeans. 
7 pounds, 
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pounds, and in his opinion is capable of fill far- 
ther ‘inyproverhent. In order to make this part of 
my narrative perfectly inteifgible, I will ftare the 
different alterations which have taken place in the 
ménasenient of the falt revenue. It has bcen proved 
by incontrovertible evidence on a former oecafion, 
that‘the manufacture of falt has invariably been a 
monopoly, either for the advantage of the fate, or 
for that of individuals. This was the cafe long be- 
fore the Englith poffeffed power in Bengal. Lord 
Clive eftabirfhed the monopoly for the benefit of the 
Company's fervants, referving a duty to the Com- 
pany producing about one hundred and twenty thou- 
fand paunds a year. This fcheme was difapproved 
of in England, and perhaps with reafon. The trade 
in fal¢ was ordered to be laid open, and a trifling duty 
to be cbileted upon it. The confequence of this 
{cheme was, that this trade fell into the hands of 
wealthy individuals, and the duties fell confiderably 
fhort of the moderate fum the Court of Directors had 
ordered to be collected. When Mr. Haftings fuce 
ceeded to the government, he propofed, and it was 
determined to fccure the manufacture of falt for 
the ufe of the Company, The fcheme anfwered in 
forme degree ; but after the eftablifhment of the Su- 
preme Council and the unfortunate diffentions which 
divided the Members, this branch of the revenue had 
dwindied to a mere trifle. 

in 1780 Mr. Haftings brought forward a fcheme 
for managing the falc revenue, which was adopted at 
his feparate refponfibility, and ic has anfwered moft 
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completely. It is a well known fact, that the na- 
tives do not pay more for the falt they eat now, than 
they did in former years, and prohibiting the im- 
portation of foreign falt into Bengal, is univerfally 
allowed to be a falutary and a wife regulation ; and 
to this too, in fome degree, it is owing that the re- 
venue upon falt has been fo exceedingly produttive 
in the two laft years, When the importation of fale 
was permitted, it occafioned a confiderable drain of 
fpecie from Bengal. The moft accurate and authen- 
tic accounts that I have been able to procure of the 
returns made from Bengal by the importers of 
foreign falt are, that every native merchant bringing 
foreign falt to Calcutta, expended a fourth part of 
the produce of his cargoe in coarfe piece goods, and 
that the remaining three parts were aCtually carried 
from Bengal in fpecie*. As it is certain the Com- 
pany may manufacture falt to a much greater extent 
than they now do, if there was an encreafed demand 
for it, it was furely a politic and a wife meafure to 
prohibit the importation of falt from the Maratta 
countries, or the Northern Circars. Many People, 
uninformed upon this fubjeét, may fuppofe that the 
monopoly of fait is carried to a much greater length 
than ic really is; bue it is a monopoly only in the 
firft inftance, for the monopoly of the falt is limited 
to the manufacture, and the native merchants, who 
purchafe it from the Company on the fpot where it 
is manufactured, may difpofe of it as they pleafe 


hed io drain may be fairly Saeed at ten lacks of rapecs @ year, 
through- 
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throughout the provinces, wahout being fubjeét ta 
any exactions whatever. The prefent plan differs mot 
effentially from that eftablifhed by Lord Clive. 
There are no European agents difperfed throughfthe 
interior parts of Bengal, to difpofe of falt, either on 
the Company’s account or for the benefit of indi- 
viduals. The operation is fimple and eafy. The 
advantage arifes to the Company from the fale of the 
falt in the firft inftance, they do not interfere with the 
fair commercial profit of the merchant, who buys it 
from them; and it is undoubtedly true, that although 
the Company clears five hundred and feventy thouf- 
and pounds by the plan, the mechanic and hufband- 
man pays no more now for the fale he confumes than 
he did in former years. The refources of Bengal 
were increafed above one million fterling in the year 
1782, from this fcheme, the new mode of collecting 
the revenues, and the reduction in the firft coft of the 
inveftment. 

Another branch of revenue, for which the Com- 
pany is indebted to Mr. Haftings, arifes from 
the monopoly of opium; and this revenue will 
be confiderably encreafed in confequence of the 
Jate treaty wich Holland, which fecures to us a fice 
trade to the eaftward of Bengal. Opium has always 
been a monopoly in the firft inftance ; that is, a con- 
fiderable fum of money muft be advanced to the 
cultivator of the land which produces the poppy ; 
and it requires, on the part of the perfon who makes 
the advances, the utmoft attention, to prevent the 
opium being debafed before it is packed up for fale. 
When the country government was in its vigour, 
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opium sas a mongpoly iu rhe hands af fome one of 
the moft capital native merchants, avbefe intereft it 
was tp fend it good and unadulerated to the fea 
ports of Bengal, for the foreign markets. Is often 
happened, that the menopolift wartanted it not only 
good, but that it dhould keep for a certaia ume; 
wonder this fanction the trade was carried on formerly, 
and prodaced tich returns in gold, and other articles 
of meichandize, into Bengal. 

When the Engifh acquired poficffion of the Du- 
annec, the trade in opium was nominally Jaid open, 
though in fa& the monopoly was, in a great mea- 
jure, confined to our factory at Patna. The opium, 
however, was much debafed from 1765 to 1779, and 
the trade confiderably diminifhed in confequence. 
in 1772, when Mr. Haftings came to the govern~ 
meot of Bengal, he fecured a proportion of this 
trade for the Company. In 1773, the monopoly 
was taken into the Company’s hands, and became a 
branch of their revenues, 40 1775, 1 was debated 
by the Supreme Council, whether the trade thould 
he lanl open or mot ? General Clavering concurred 
tm opinion with Mr, Haftings, that the manufacture 
of opium muft be, what it ever had been, a mono- 
poly,* <All Britihh fubjects and natives were invited 

fo 


* The refleCtuion of the Select Committee on this declaration of 
General Clavering, 1s unfounded and unjuft, They fay it thews the 
General's opinion of the wretched ftate of the country. By no means, 


: dx was to prevent adulteration, and the loft of a valuable branch of 


a 
«* 


export trade that opium had been a monopoly under the native 
Subadars; 
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ta fend in propofals for furnifhing the Company wich 
opium ; and Mr. Richard Griffith, whofe terms were 
the doweft, obtained the contract. Mr. Mackenzie 
facceeded Mr. Grifitth in 1777, and held the con- 
tract rill 1781, on terms fomething more favourable 
for the Company than the former gentlemen had 
agreed to ; and upon the fame terms that ic had been 
granted to Mr. Mackenzie in 1777, it was granted to 
Mr. Sulivan in 1781. This is the plain and fimple 
ftate of a tranfaction which has been moft thamefully 
and indecently mifreprefented. The Supreme Coun« 
cil, who had every means of information before 
them, determined, in 1775, that opium muft be a 
monopoly as it always had been; Mr. Francis 
thought very properly, that it would be impolitic to 
give this contract on too low terms, becaufe it was 
liable to abufes ; and on the equitable terms fertled 
by Mr. Haftings, General Clavering, Colonel Mon- 
fon, Mr. Barwell, and Mr. Francis, has it continued 
from 1775 to the prefenttime. It produces to the 
Company about eighty theufand pounds a year, and 
will certainly be much more productive, as the de- 
mand for opium will increafe confiderably, which 


Subadars; and it would not have been in the power of any govern- 
ment whatever to have prevented adulteration, had the monopoly 
been abolithed. The opium of Ghauzipire being manufactured 
with lefs care than the Patna opium, fetches an inferior price in all 
foreign markets. It is the duty of Government to fee that the 
cultivator of the poppy gets a fair and equitable price for his labour ; 
and this was a found argument urged by Mr. Francis againft vefting 
_ the contraét in the hands of the Company’s feivants at Patna, whe 

were the proper checks upon the contra-tor. 
muft 
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mutt of courfe increafe the price of it. I know of 
no monopolies in Bengal but thofe of falt and opiums 
if they are abolithed, the Company will lofe a revenue 
of feven hundred thoufand pounds a year, which in 
all probability is by this time increafed to a million ; 
and I defy any man living to afign a fingle reafon 
for the abolition of thefe monopolies, or to prove 
that fale and opium can be manufactured, except by 
the Company, or by individuals who are able to make 
very large advances of cafh to the manufacturers, 
and who confequently will divide that profit amongft 
themiclves, which is now fecured to the Company, 
and makes avery confiderable branch of their re- 
venues.* 

In the month of July 1781, Mr. Haftings left 
Calcutta ; in order to vifit the dominions of the Na- 
bob Vizier of Oude. The infurreftion at Benares, 


*® I will fuppofe for a moment, that the ungenerous and the une 
worthy modes practifed by the enemies of Mr. Haftings to decry his 
charaGter, were retorted by him upon his opponents, what would 
then be his refle@tions, or the reflections of his friends, upon the 
following tranfation, I leave the world to gnefs. When the trade 
in opium was nominally laid open, it was undoubtedly a monopoly 
wn the hands of the Chief and Council of Patna. Inthe month of 
July, 1782, when Mr. Robert Gregory was ehairman of the Court 
of Direftors, a letter was written by the Court to the Governor Ge- 
neral and Council, in which they expreffed their difpleafure at their 
condv&, in granting the opium contraét to Mr. Sulivan; they exe 
prefied their wifhes that that, and all ether monopolies, might be 
abolithed ; and they direéted, that Mr. Robert Gregory’s fon fhould 
fuceced to the Chieffup of Patna, though he was a younger fervant 
than any onc of the gentlemen who compofed the Council at that 
place. 

feems 
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feems now fo generally underftood, that I fhall fay 
very little upon the fubject. But I defire’to fubmit 
the following ftriking facts to the confideration of 
the public: 

1ft, That Bulwant Sing, the father of Cheyt Sing, 
had hehaved fo treacheroufly to us in the war with 
Sujah Dowlah, that the Governor and Council or- 
dered him to be difpoffeffed of the Zemindary of 
Benares in 1765, though it was afterwards judged 
prudent to continue him in the management of that 
country. 

ad, That no inftance has ever yet been pro- 
duced of fervices rendered to our nation by Bulwane 
Sing. 

3d, That Lord Clive protected him from the 
vengeance of Sujah Dowlah, and fecured to him a 
degree of independence which he never before pof 
feffed. 

4th, That upon the death of Bulwant Sing, Cheyt 
Sing, his fon, by a woman of a very low caft, was 
continued in the Zemindary, through our influence 
with the Vizier, although by Colonel Harper’s ac- 
count it appears, that Mehipnarain, the prefent 
Zemindar, ought by the Hindoo laws to have fuc- 
ceeded Bulwant Sing. 

gth, That Mr. Haftings in 1772, procured from 
the Vizier a confirmation of Cheyt Sing and his 
pofterity in the Zemindary of Benares, of which 
Bulwant Sing had only been the aumh, or col- 
Jefior. 


6th, That 
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6th, That bythe ,freaty of Lucknow, concluded 
in 1776, the fovereignty of Benares and Ghauztpore, 
with alt the powers and rights annexed to it, was 
transferred from the Vizier to the Eaft-India 
Compeny. 

ath, That the Supreme Council yielded to Cheyt 
Sing the Cutwallee and the Mint, and treated him 
with the utmoft mdulgence, and ftipulated that no 
demands fhould be made upon kim on account of 
his annual revenue beyond the fum ftipulated. 

8th, That when the war with France broke 
out, Cheyt Sing was’ called upon to contribute his 
proportion to the additional expence which the 
Company, bis Sovereign, would incur. That he was 
ordered to maintain three battalions of Sepoys, and 
the expence fixed at five lachs of rupees a year. 

gth, That the propriety of this demand was de- 
bated in the Supreme Council, and that Mr. Haftings 
infifted upon it we had never yielded to Cheyt Sing 
that right, which every goveinment inberently poffeffes, 
to compel all its dependencies to contribute by extraors 
dinary fupplics, to the relief of extraordinary emer- 
geucies. 

roth, That Colonel Harper has proved it to have 
been the cuftom of the Zemindar of Benares, to fur- 
nifh his quota of treops to bis Sovereign, when he was 
at war. That he gave this in evidence, to the Se- 
le&t Committee in 1781, long after it was known 
in Engfand, that the Supreme Council, as reprelept 
in the Sovereign, had compelled Cheyt Sing, by 

Military 
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railitary force, to furnith his quate of troops duting 
the war. 

arth, That in 1779, and 1780, the Supreme 
Coiincil compelled Cheyt Sing to pay five lacks 
each year—that the attention of the Court of Direc- 
tors and his Majefty’s Minifters was particularly 
called to the fubjeét, becaufe it was mentioned 
in the general letters of three fucceflive years, but 
that no mark of difapprobation whatever was ex- 
preffed, either by his Majefty’s Minifters, or the 
Court of Directors. 

tath, That when Sir Eyre Coote was on the 
point of embarking for the coaft, in O&ober 1780, 
when it was uncertain whether or not Bengal would 
be invaded by the Marattas, and every exertion on 
our part was neceflary, to preferve the finking in- 
terefts of the Company, he laid before the Supreme 
Council, his plan for covering Bengal and its depen- 
dencies from the expected attack of our enemies, 

13th, That for the general defence, he propofed 
Cheyt Sing’s cavalry fhould in this critical hour be 
put under our orders, to which the Board unani- 
moufly agreed, 

14th, That Cheyt Sing evaded this demand after 
promifing compliance, precifely in che fame manner 
as he had evaded the payment of the money, after 
politively promiling to pay it. 

5th, Thet Cheyt Sing never difputed the right 
of his Sovereign to demand military aid from him, 
but tirat he theltered himfelf under the plea of po- 
verty, which was notorioufly untrue. 

QU 16th, That 
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r6th, That the difaffection of Cheyt Sing was ap- 
parent to every gentleman who pafied through 
Benares and Ghavzipore for two years before his re- 
volt, That the infolence of his people was a perpe- 
tual fource of complaint, and that Mr. Fowke, when 
refident, profeffed his inability to procure redrefs 
from Cheyt Sing, for injuries offered by his men 
to Englifh gentlemen paffing through the country 
to Oude. 

17th, ‘That Cheyt Sing had laid in a very great 
fupply of military ftores of all kinds; that he kept 
up a communication with the different difcontented 
Zemindars of Bahar and Oude, and had determined 
to throw off his allegiance to the Company, on the 
firft favourable opportunity. 

28th, That Mr. Haftings never did commuhicate 
to Cheyt Sing his defign of fining him forty or fifty 
Jacks of rupees. That the cnleer returned by 
Cheyt Sing to the Governor General’s letter, was 
infolent and unfatisfaGtory, and will be pronaun- 
ced fo by every man converfant in the Perfian lan- 


ee 

aa 4 That Mr. Haftings, by fecuring the perfor 
af the Raja, a&ted in perfeé& conformity to the ouf- 
toms of Indoftan, and that every thing which fub< 
fequently happened, is chiefly xmputable té the 7 ime 
human maflactes of our treops 

goth, That Cheyt Sing was a weak, ae. 
and violent yourg man. That he kept very bw 
Gempany, was addiéted to liquor and’ thofe picifines 
it which the mpft ebandoned people of: Indoftan 
va r only 
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only indulge themfelves, and to diffipation of every 
kind. That he was not efteemd by the reputable 
inhabitants of Benares, and was undoubtedly both 
avaricious and rapacious, 

2ift, That the very great additional eafe and fe. 
curity which he enjoyed as the fubject of the Eaft 
India Company, from what he or his father had 
known under Sujah Dowlah, inftead of infpiring him 
with fentiments of gratitude, induced him to with 
to throw off his dependence altogether, and in this 
he was undoubtedly encouraged by the means of vul- 
gar men, who were his conftant companions. 

I believe the facts which I have ftated will be very 
generally admitted, and I certainly mean to appeal 
to the knowledge of gentlemen of all defcriptions, 
who have been of late years either in Oude or Be- 
nares, whether what I have faid of Cheyt Sjng, is 
not agreeable to the generally received gpinion 
of his character in thofe countries. The other 
faéts can be proved from the records at the India 
Houfe. 

A few days after Mr. Haftings retreated from 
Benares to Chanar, he was joined by the Vizier, and 
to the unmegning declamation which I have heard 
of late, I thall merely reply, that if the Vizier had 
felt the Britifh influence fo exceedingly diftreffing 
and even intolerable, he had the faireft opportunity 
in the world of emancipating himfelf from it for 
ever, and at leaft of totally anaihilating our power 
in Oude. He might have joined Cheyt Sing, and 
our deftruction would have been almoft inevitable. 


Qa Se 
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So fat, howlv#t, “frbni‘@oing’ this, he > performed 
the ‘that effin feivices, and after concluding’ a 
‘new treaty with the ‘Govertior Général, he 'returmed 
to Lutkhow, perfectly fatisfied wich the interview. 
The rebeifion of Cheyt Sing was effectually quetied 
‘in the month of Oétober, and’Mr. Haftines remaln- 
ed at Chanar with a view of fettling with the Vi- 
zier’s Minifter the difordered ftate of the govern- 
‘ment of Oude. A plain relation of the events which 
reduced the dominion of the Vizier to the dittrefs 
from which they are now recovered, will effectaally 
clear Mr. Haftings from the charge of being the 
author of thofe diftreffes. 
' ‘When Sujah Dowlah died, in February 1775, 
‘the Majority of the Supreme Council determined, 
contrary to the opinion of Mr. Haftings, that ‘we 
thould enter into a new treaty with his fuceeffor, 
which was concluded the following May. By this 
treaty, the Vizier, in a great meafure, forfeited his 
independence. He ceded Benares to the Englith, 
and he agreed to an increafe of fubfidy for their 
troops ftationed in his country. Mr. Haftings, at the 
time, acknowledged the importance of thefe sdvan- 
tages to the aft India Company, but ‘foretold, that 
in their confequences they would reduce the Vizier to 
‘a ftate of diftrefs and infignificance. fn the month of 
December’ following, the Vizier applied for Britith 
officers to comiiand his troops. Thefe were ferit by 
the Supreme Council, and Various appointments to 
Offices i in Oude were mede fn the courfe of the next 
_ Year, by the’ Supréme Council, fo that in fact, the 
govern- 
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government of- Gude, may with fome propriety, be 
faid to have been conducted by the Eaglith Genrle- 
amen, from the time the Britifh officers were difperfed 
tavongh his country, and 2 civil eftablifhment fixed at 
his capital. In July 1777, Mr. Haftings regulated 
the military eftablifhment of the Vizier, by putting 
the battalions under Britifh officers upon the fame 
footing as to pay and allowances with thofe in Bengal, 
and this was undoubtedly a very great relief to the 
Vizier, and a very neceffary regulation for our own 
‘fervice. In November 1779, the Vizier found the 
eftablifhment -of Englifh officers, which he had fo- 
licited himfelf, intolerably burthenfome to him; and 
he wrote that very pathetic letter which Lord Sand- 
wich quoted in one Hovufe, Mr. Fox in another, 
the Seleé&t Committee in the 11th Report, Mr. 
Debrett in the publication he calls a Report, and 
every news-paper editor in England, to his readers, 
on account, I fuppofe, of the figurative expreffion 
*< When the knife has penetrated to the bonc.” 

Ie was abfolutely impoffible at that time to recall 
the officers, and to difband the battalions ferving in 
Gude, The country muft and would have been in- 
invaded by the Seiks, Nuzeph Cawn, and the Ma- 
vattass; but Mr. Haftings very readily allowed the 
juftice of the Vizier’s complaints, and with truth 
ebferved, that he was not refponfible for the diftreffed 
ftate of Oude. The treaty of Benares was his treaty; 
that left the Vizier’s father in perfect poffeffion of 
independence, and be was againft any infringement 
of-that treaty, when Sujah Dowlahdied, One of the 

firft 
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fist artighes of sige @reaty concluded begween Me 
Flafiings ang abe Vizies was, that all the Britif, 
officers in his Excellency’s fervice, fhouldd be recalled, 
aod winsome, df our brigades only, ag fettled by the 
treaty, with big father, fhould be flationkd in his 

cauptry, and paid by him. If the Vizier thould ia 

future apply foc,farther military afiifianee, it was te 
be granted to kim, Every caufe of difcontent beiag 

removed by this arrangement, the Vizier seturned to 
his capital; but as that part of the treaty which re- 
fpsfted the Nabob Fyzulla Cawa, has been the fub- 
jeé&t of mych enquiry here, as well 4s the cafe of the 
Begyms, I fhall relate the fats as they really exif, 

being gonviaced that Mr. Haftings’s condud& will 
needa no farther juftification, The late Vizier con- 
chided an agreement with Fyzulla Cawn, in Oétober 
17974,.by waich the latter was fecured in the pofief- 

fion of a Jaghire préducing about fourteen lacks of 
rupees a year. Ele was to be obedient tothe Vizier, 
and to join him with 2 or 3000 horfe and foot when 
be ealled upon him. Colonel Champion fandtianed 
this agreement by his fignature. In 2778, the Vizier 
mada great camplaints of the canduG& of Fyzulla 
Cawn. A gentleman was, deputed to esquire into 
the ,crual; of shefe complaints, and his seport was 
highly .favourable ta Eyzulla, Cawa, by whofe ex< 
prefs defire the Company became guarantees of the 
treaty. ; Ip @@ober 1789, after the ipwafion of she 

Carnatic, when Sir Eyre Cote formed, his plan for 
thezdcfence of. .Bengal and Oude, he propofed shat 
Fytulia Cawn fhould futhith a bedy of goaq hatley 


agree- 
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apreeably to treaty, to join the Vizier’s army,’ This 
requeft was not cortiplied with by Fyzuila Cawa, dad. 
there were other complaints againft him preferred by 
the Vizier. Mr. Haftings confented to withdraw the 
guarantee in September 1781, but exprefily provided 
that no injury fhould be offered to Fyzulla awn, 
and hé aétually refufed every folicitation in the foi- 
lowing year from the Vizier, to permit him to refume 
Fyzulla Cawn’s Jaghire, and to pay the amount in 
money. The reports relative to Fyzulla Cawn being 
very different, the Vizier, at the defire of the Ge~ 
vetnor General, deputed Major Palmer to him in 
January 1783, who concluded an agreement with 
him on the part of the Vizier, in the following moath, 
by which every poffibilicy of future difpute was 
avoided, as the Vizier agreed, under the guarantee of 
the Company, to the execution of a new treaty, which 
freed Fyzulla Cawn from every obligation to furnith 
military affiftance, or any other aid whatever to the 
Vizier. 

The following faéts, authenticated as well as the 
foregoing, from the records of the Eaft India Com-+ 
pany, will fully juftify Mr. Haftings for not inter- 
fering in the cafe of the Begum. 

1ft. That on the death of Sujah Dowlah, the 
Régum, hig wife became pofiefed of all his ttea- 
fures, 

2d, That Mr. Briftow the Englith refident in Oude, 
reprefented to her that thefe treaftees were the 
treafures of the State; and the property of{~the So- 
yereign her fon. } 

; gd. That 
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3d, That he complained to the Board of the con- 
duét of the Begum and ber eunuchs, who denied to 
fubmit to the Vizier’s authority, and beat and abufed 
the officers of his government. 

4th, That the Begum confented to pay thirty 
lacks of rupees to her fon, to be fecured in the quiet 
poffeffion of all che treafures of his father, and that 
the Vizier was compelled to fubmit to this agree~ 
ment, Mr. Briftow being the guarantee of it. 

sth, That Mr. Briftow obferved to the Supreme 
Council in July 1776, that the Begum could claim 
no protection from this guarantee, having herfelf in- 
tringed the conditions of the treaty. 

6th, That Mr. Briftow made repeated complaints 
to the Begum of the redelitous conduct of the eunuchs, 
that he preffed her on the part of the Vizier, to fur- 
render her jaghires, and to receive the amount in 
money, obferving that two rulers were too many 
for one, country. 

7th, That the extraordinary condud& of the Begum, 
was noticed by the Members of the Supreme Coun- 
cil, and in particular by Mr. Francis. 

8th, That the Begum and her eunuchs excited a 
revolt in Oude, when the infurrection ne at 
Benares, is proved beyond a doubr. 

gth, That Mr. Haftings canfented to Bion the- 
Vizier to reclaim the treafures of his father, aad to 
pay his mother the amount of her jaghire in future 


in money, as Mr. Briftow had propofed he — 
do in 1776. 


— 
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toth, That to violence of any kind was ever 
offered to the Begum or her fervants, or any’ ofre 
man put todeath. That fhe furrendered the treafure’s 
of the ftate by agreement, and has remained unmolett- 
ed at Fyzabad, treated with every mark of refpe&. 

rrth, That thefe treafures were patd by the Vizier 
m liquidation of the debts of the Eaft-India Com- 
pany, and that no bad confequence whatever has or 
can refult to the Britifh interefts in India, from the 
conduc of the Governor General and Council upon 
this occafion. 

¥ have been more particular in ftating thofe oc- 
eurrences, becaufe much pains have been taken in 
this country to imprefs the public with an opinion, 
that Mr. Haftings has forfeited our national character 
for moderation, juftice, and good faith, in thefe 
mftances, and that he had encouraged a fon to 
phinder his mother in a moft inhuman mamnet. I 
am pofitive I have ftated the fats corre€tly; and 
Tam not at all apprehenfive that Mr. , Haftings’s 
character will fuffer in the opinion of any unpreju- 
diced man for the part he has taken, in compel- 
ling the Begum to relinquifh the treafures of the ftate. 

Thefe are the moft material occurrences of 1781, 
in India — but I cannot avoid jdining with Genefdl 
Richard Smith, in applauding the wife and fpirited 
conduct of Lord North, anti his Majefty’s Miniftérs 
of that day, who at a time of general diftrefs, equip- 
ped fo very confiderable 4 reinforcement for the 
prefervation of our poffeffions in the Eaft Indies. 
In juftice to Mr. Sultvan, and the late Sir Williath 
James, their great — at this peridd — 

al 
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alfo to be mengioned; the wife policy of writing 
fuch letters to Bengal, as terided to imprefs the 
different powers of India with an idea of the fla~ 
bility of the men who were to fave India, if it 
could be faved, appears in a very ftrong point of 
view, when contrafted with the miferable policy which 
obtained when Mr. Gregory and Sir Henry Fletcher 
came into office. 

It is impofible to continue this narrative without 
{tating the effect which the change of Minifters, in 
1782, had upon our affairs in India in the courfe 
of that year. Whatever part Lord North may have 
formerly or latterly taken with refpect to Mr. Haf- 
tings, it is certain, that from 1780 to the time his 
Lordfhip refigned, he gave him very cordial fuP- 
port. For my part, I do not fee how the Carnatic 
could have been relieved, or the operations of Go- 
vernment in India carried on at that moft critical 
period, if Mr. Haftings’s removal had been hourly 
expecied. Lord North was undoubtedly convinced 
that a ftable government was neceffary, and that 
factions in our councils abroad had been as deftruc- 
tive there, as he at that time contended, they had 
been in England. I believe the admiiniftration of 
this country had not been changed many days, be- 
fore Mr. Burke very publicly declared, that Mr. 
Haftings and Mr. Macpherfon were to be remov- 
ed:——and a refolution that the Direétors ought to 
remove the Gpovernor General, pafied in May 14782. 
A majority ef three in the Court of Directors did, 
in Oxtober, ageee to. Mr. Haftings’s removal; but 
a. majority of fix to one in a General Court pre- 

; vented 
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wenfed it’ -Zhe firft bufinefs attended to at rhe 
India Houfe, after Mr. Gregory and Sir Henry 
Fletcher became the leading men, was to examine 
every act of Mr. Haftings’s government; not fo 
much with an intention of correcting evils, according 
to my judgment, as with a view of finding fome 
tranfaction to condemn. I have feen many of the 
letters written at that period, in the Reports of the 
Sele& Committee, and upon my word, the fact ap- 
pears to be perfectly as I have ftated it. The ad. 
vices received from India ac this time were, that a 
French armament had arrived, that the Carnatic was 
in the utmoft danger, that every effort that pof. 
fibly could be made for its relief from Bengal had 
been made, and that prodigious fupplies were daily go- 
ing round. Advices were alfo received at this time, 
that the plan formed by Mr. Haftings for detaching 
Madajee Sindia from Guazerat, by invading his do~ 
minions, had effectually anfwered. That a feparate 
peace with Sindia, and a total ceffation of hoftilities 
with the Marattas had beea the confequences of it. 
A reafonable man would have fuppofed, that Mr. 
Gregary and Sir Henry Fletcher, with thefe facts 
before them, might have followed the example fet 
them by Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James, that- 
they might have commended the zeal and exertions: 
of the Governor General andCouncil in thefe inftances 
at leat: —butI have never been able to difcover a- 
fingle lineof approbation conveyed toMr. Haftings. 
for any one act, from the day Mr. Gregory became. 
Chairman tothe day of Sir Henry Fletcher’s refignatign, 
— of the change of Adminiftranion ins 
R 2 England 
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Tineland ‘arridad at Bombay: in Aupuft,- and af 
‘Madtes aad Bengel in: September 1782. ‘This was 
accampanied with poftive affurances, that Mr. Haf- 
tings would be immediately removed, and the efits 
yffach afferances were idftantly perceived. The 
Pharatta negodiation remaived fufpemded, and the 
government of India loft half tes pour. Fortunate- 
ly, however, early in the month of December, Mr. 
Heaftings was informed of the cordal fuppore which 
he had received from his gensrous and independent 
monfiruents; the Maratta peace was very foon afer 
fully and fmally concluded, aad the government of 
Bengal again acquired a-degres of virour and ftabi- 
Zty. I Kope I fhall not be thevght to affirm too 
much, when Ff declare it to be my opinion, that 
Great Britain owes its prefervation of Indie te the 
gnterference of the Court of Preprigtors in favour of 
My. Haftings, betaufe, though very worthy. men 
may differ as ta the degree of merit to which he is 
faintly emnitied, it will hardly be faid by anp 
man who is equbinted with the gentus and temper 
pf the natives of Indiw, ‘that a new Goverhéy Ge- 
neral, arrivisg in Bengal when the Maratta treaty 
Was {a fer advanced, could tiave concluded that 
treaty at:-the tiche it was concluded, or have tailed 

the fupplies for Yepporting the- war in the-Camatics 
The prittigal weenes of 19782, ix India, wete, eon- 
tinuing the. nieR liberat and efféctaat fopplies: in 
ranney and: sroviffons front Betieal, ta che Carhtic 
dod to Bombierx,-fecurngea very larse-invefmenitrat 2 
" suBuced price fren Retipal: far the Enctifix’ nivket, 
Tippy: Chine with the meme of ~feailing the 
Company's 
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Company's fips, by configning opium.so Uhet Sager. 
cargoes, relieving Fert Marlborough, increaling, sho 
revenues of Bengel without oppreffion, and prefervjyig’ 
ovr ewn revenues in perfect wanquillity. : 

In the: month of March, 1783, the Greyhound 
packet arrived in Bengal from England. The Ge- 
neral letter contained the fentiments of a majority. of 
the Court of Directors on Mr. Haftings’s condu& ac 
Benares, with a declaration that fuch further reiou- 
tiens as the DireGiors might come ta, would be fent 
by a future difpatch to Bengal. This letter naturally 
tended to weaken the authority of the Supreme 
Gouncil, The fubject was fo violently agitated in 
this country, thet the private letters fent by the 
Greyhound, generally prediéted the recall and the 
difgrace of the Governor General and Mr. Wheler. 
But 1 forbear 0 dwell upon this fubjedt, becaufe I 
trufk it is now perfe@ly underfiood by all defcrip- 
tions of-men, that the Supreare Council ought to. be 
fapperted from home, or the members who campole 
it inamediately recalled. Losd North will do Mr. 
Haftings the juftice to declare, rhat he has invariably 
bald this language. 

- I have now given a fummary- accoant of the 
tranfactions in Bengal, to the period of our lateft dif- 
patebes from Calcutta, It has been afferted by she 
aather of the Ninth Report of the Selec Committee,. 
that the natives of Bengal are reduced to the loweft de- 
gare of depreflion and mifery. A very long diffesea- 
tien upon the trade of Bengal is alfo contained ig the 
fame Report, However refpectable that authority 
may de — I have pot the leaft fcruple of cam 

mitting 
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mitting myfelf te. prove, that fince Rengal was vader 
the Britith government, it never enjoyed fo great ¢ 
degree of internal profperity as it does at the prefent 
moment. That Bengal has increafed its population 
very confiderably in every year fince Mr, Hlaftings 
came to the government. That the manufactures 
have been greatly increafed in point of quantity, and 
are ftill more improved in quality, in the ten lait years, 
and in particular, the inveftments for the laft three 
years are of a very fuperior quality to any fince the 
Company acquired the Duannee. J have taken pains 
to afcertain thefe facts from the firft authorities in 
London ; and from thefe authorities I can alio affirm, 
that raw filk is now provided in fuch quantities in 
Bengal, and fo excellent in its kind, and in the im- 
proved mode of winding it, that the importation of 
raw filk from Italy has decreafed very confiderably 
in the two laft years; and, in all probability, Bengal 
will in future entirely fupply this valuable material 
for ovr manufactures in Great Britain. The culture, 
af indigo is now carried to a confiderable extent in 
Bengal, and will increafe every year 23 the démand 
for it increafes.* It has been afferted in the Ninth, 
Report, that there is, in fact, nq trade in Bengal, 
except that of the Company’s inyeftment from re- 
venue. No affertion can be moreuntrue. The fack 
is, that for the laft ghree years, a number of fhips 


* This is a new article of commerce from Bengal, and the indi 
imported from thence, is of the very fir quality. Let Mr. Burke 
examine feme of the fink tmarchgnte in Egndon es to the ineredts 
and improvement of our Bengal trade, mand fine fugar were 


forasply imported intd Bengal s We now export bith urtickes in gheat ' 
as have 
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have arrived in Bengal from Denmark and Portugal. 
Thefe thips have procured very rich cargoes, without 
the finalleft difficulty ; and their whole amount may 
be eftimated at one million fterling in each year, at 
the leaft. This fact is capable of proof. If the 
inland trade and the exports to the Gulphs have fallen 
off of late years, nothing can be more unjuft than to 
impute this decline to the oppreffions of the Englih. 
Are we accountable for the confufions which have 
prevailed for many years in Perfia, for the depreda- 
tions committed by Nadir Shaw in Indoftan, or the 
total deftruction of the Mogul Empire? All thefe 
events happened before we were known in India, ex- 
cept in the character of merchants. At what period of 
the hiftory of Bengal has that country enjoyed fo 
long a peace as fince we acquired poffeffior of the 
Duannee ? Under the dominion of the native princes, 
{carcely a year paffed without an invafion of fome 
part of the province, or in which feveral were not 
put to death, either for being engaged in actual re- 
bellion, or from an apprehenfion of their diaffection 
to thé defpot in office. 1 do not know a fingle ins 
ftance of a native of India being put to death, except 
by a regular and legal fentence, fince we became the 
fovereigns of Bengal. Let the mild conduct of the 
Englifh be compared with the inhuman cruelties 
perpetrated by the Dutch and the Portuguefe, in their 
progrefs to empire in Afia, and we fhall be lefs in- 
clined to vilify thofe of ovr countrymen who haye 
diftinguifhed themfelves in Indoftan. When I heard 
a celebrated and illuftrious officer declaim, in general 

terms, 


C 336 J 


terms, Without fpteifying thé mruniers, maffaored, 
gmenopolies, aad ppprefiieas which have been tun- 
mitted in indis, I wan seclined to belicre char fe 
gneayt, af ia his Amrerican manifefto, “ 0 fpesk 
doeeers, but to ule sone,” I deelare again, moft fo- 
kevonly, that neither murders nor mafkeres irave 
ben committed by the Englith in Bengal: oppreft 
Gene may have been exercifed in that country a6 in 
every onker, bat thefe have been preatly exaggerated 
indend ; and the only monopolies exifting are whofe 
of fale and opram, which, without oppreffiom, pro- 
duce an-immenfe revenu¢ om the Eait-Iedié Com- 
pany. <A very ingtnrous member wi the Houfe 
of Commons has fixed the aumber of people 
who groan under every fpecies of miftry and wp 
prefBon. in India, at thirty millions;* and this 
misery he fhases to be brought upon them by the 
Englifh, As to the number of inhabitants in Ben- 
gal, Bakar, end our part of Orifla, they nvay be 
eftimated, I think, at twelve mitlions, bedaufe thof 
countries may now be fairly fuppofed to have recover. 
ed' from the depopulation occafioned by the famine 
of ry70, IF have nora doube myfelf, but thae che 
inhabitants of Reagal will be doubled in a very few 
years, 9 femly convincett am 1 that the people of 
eur proviness {offer neither depreffioa nor mifery. 


* The late Astogney General was ungveRionably t.in Rating 
thar charter was wax and parchment, when ae to the happi- 
ues bi propel finne-yed sg ag p08 we  oapatg. vo ompany 

¢& right ta, thar Mr. Lee w Hh Behe e 
te cps o age Mir. Barke, itrordet to Md. pope. eink is 
werk 
€ 
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The inhabitents of Benares and Ghauzipore, usd 
der--the fovereignty of the Coimpany, may be efti- 
mated-at-two miflions of people. They are neither 
rack-rented; ‘nor difturbed in thetr pofieffions. The: 
whele country has worn the face of teanquillity and 
prefperity from the time of Cheyt Sing’s expul- 
fion, The provinces of Oude, Corah, Allaha- 
bad, and Rohilcund, contain, I imogine, about eight 
millions of people. Wehave fo far interfered in the 
government of thefe countries, fince the aceeffion of 
the-prefent fovereion, that we fhould undoubtedly 
be refponfidle-for the happinefs of the natives ; ard I 
have never yet heard that they were reduced to a ftate 
of depreffion and mifery. The perfonal diftrefs of the 
Vizier arofe, as Mr. Haftings foreteld, from our exact~ 
ing very great conceffions in territory and money from 
him in 2775. However it will hardly be difputed, 
that @h the death of his father, the Vizier owed his 
life. to the prefence of our army; and that we have 
préferved his dominions from falling into that ftace 
of eanfufion, anarchy, and diftrefg to which the-fine 
countries about Lahore and Dehly have been fubject 
for the laft thirty years, Admitting that our pro- 
vinees, and thofe of our ally, contain twenty-two 
miHiens of people,-I.am confident that by far the 
greatet number. would lament any revolution, by 
which they would revert to the ftate they were in 
before we acquired an influence in India. I am 
equally confident too, that. the bulk af the inhabi- 
tatits’of ng*courtty ‘upoh earth, enjoy a greater de- 
gree ehraticend -bappions.thnn she dower ranks of 

S) men 
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men in Bengal, The Northera Cjrcars, which are 
under the government of Fors Sc. George, pave 
been wninvaded during the Igte war; nor have I 
heard it aflerted, that complaints of opprefiian have 
been received from the Zemindars of the diftriGs. 
The balances due ta the Campany are doubtlefg very 
confiderablg , byt we have not the leaft reafon to fup- 
pofe that inhuman means will be reforted te in order 
zo recover them. Tle Carnatic has been defolated 
by a long and cruel war. Some parts of it, however, 
were in fuch a {tate as to afford a revenue to the Com- 
pany ; and as there was not an enemy in the country 
when the Jaf accounts lefcIndia, we may reafonably 
hope that the diftreffes of the natives bave been con- 
Gderably alleviated. The countries to the fouthward 
of the Coleroon, were completely protected ; and, as 
wellas Tanjore, entirely-exempted from the calam- 
ties of war, 45 appears by Lord Macartney’s letter of 
March*; fo that the apmber of inhabitants in the 
Circars, the Carnatic, and Tanjore, amount te feven 
miljions. J donot know what authority Mr, Burke 
has to pronounce ,thas the thirty milliens I have enu- 
merated, groan under every fpecies of oppreffion 
and milery, Ihave the utmoft refpect for the abili- 
ties, the ingenuity, and the invention of that geatle- 
man; but 1 can now and then appofe a faft to a 
fourth, 

© "We have received advices from Ma lras of the 8th of Septem- 
ber, and from Bengal ef the 6th of Auguft, finee this Narrative 
went te.the profs. All wes peace in India, exeeps with ‘Tippeo §aib, 
and ye were negotiating a treaty with him. In the mean time we 
lied chrce arteice vemdy to adt againkt different parts of tris déthinions, 


fhpyld he refufeto accede to reafonable terms and all the French 
troops had quitted his ftandard. 


Having 
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Having concifely related the principal évents which 
have occurred in India during Mr. Haftings’s admi- 
niftration, I cannot conclude this narrative without 
taking notice of the late extraordinary proceedings 
in this country relative to the Governor General and 
the Eaft India Company. 

Some time before the rife of the laft fefion of 
Parliament, a Committee of Proprietors waited upon 
Lord North and Mr. Fox, the Minifters of that 
day, in ofder to explain their fentiments of the con- 
duct of Mr. Haftings, who had in the moft explicit 
and manly terms, called upon the Court of Direc- 
tors, and his Majefty’s Minifters, either to fupport 
or toremove him. The Minifters, though thus ear- 
neftly called upon, fuffered the feffion to pafs over 
without bringing any propofition before Pailiament. 
Mr. Haftings had informed his conftituents, that che 
revenues of Bengal were increafed a million fterling, 
and that peace would be fhortly concluded with the 
Marattas. Perhaps his Majeity’s Minifters confiding 
in this declaration, were lefs anxious to push forward 
the violent meafures which they have fince produced ; 
but they were willing, at the fame time, that the 
actual government of India fhould be as much de- 
praded as poffible; for on the laft day of the laft 
feffion, Mr. Burke moved, (and Lord North feconded 
the motion,) for certain papers to be laid before the 
Houfe at their meeting, relative to tranfactions of 
the year 1775. What renders this matter the more 
curious is, that the papers moved for had all been 
perufed in 1776 by Lord North, who then wifhed 
ta remove Mr. Haftings, becaufe certain charges 

32 were 
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were exhibited againft him which were never attemp- 
ted to ‘be proved ; and at that time too, Mr. Buske’s 
friends ané patrons were his moft ftrenuous defender.s 
In the Courfe of the fummer, two packets arrived from 
India; they brought a confirmation of the Maratta 
peace, andthe moft fatisfactory accounts of our af- 
fairs in Bengal anc’ its dependencies. It appeared 
alfo that, that every effort had been made by the 
Supreme Council for the fupport of the Britith in- 
tereft im every other quarter of India.. A few days 
previous to the meeting of Parliament, the Court of 
Proprietors, aflembled, and voted, with one diffenting 
voicé, the thanks of the Company to Mr. Haftings 
and his Council, for their great exertions in the pub- 
lic fervice, and a requeft that Mr. Haftings would 
not quit his government until peace was fully re- 
ftored. 

Mr. Fox, on the firft day of the feffion, ‘gave no- 
tice, that ina week he would move for leave to bring 
in a bill to regulate our Governments in India. Hits 
fpeech on the day he opened his plan, was indeed a 
moft extraordinary one. — Ic will be fufficient to fay, 
that every charge brought againft Mr. Haftings on 
that day, has been often refuted. Lord North was 
not then prefent, or he would have corrected feveral 
of his honotrable colleague’s mifreprefentations. I 
forbear to detail the progtefs of a bill which, I be- 
lieve, is now untverfally reprobated without doors : 
~— Suffice it to fay, that in fo far as Mr. Haftings is 
concerned, Mr. Fox adopted all the ‘prejudices of his 
moft inveterate enemies. Some miftakes perhaps he 


was led into by mifinformation. In particular, Sir 
Henry 
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Henry Fletcher hazarded an affertion, for which 
‘there was not the fmalleft foundation in fa&, The 
honourable Baronet furely could not do it in order 
to give Mr. Fox an opportunity of founding the 
praifes of Lord Macartney, or of going out of his 
“way ,to gratify the friends of the late Lord Pigor, 
by wantonly traducing the character of Mr. Haf- 
tings. The fallacy of Mr. Fox’s reafoning becomes 
more and more apparent to the public every hour. 
He pretends to adopt Mr. Burke’s pretended idea, 
that thirty millions of people are oppreffed by the 
Enplith in India. This cannot be his real opinion ; 
if it was, would he have fuffered the laft feffion to 
pafs over, though called upon by Mr. Hattings, 
without doing or attempting any thing ? Mr, Fox 
has never ventured to argue upon the actual ftate of 
India, when the lateft advices came from thence: on 
the contrary, he dwelt upon tranfactions which hap- 
pened fourteen, twelve, and ten years ago. Mr. 
Burke acted with lefs confiftency ; for he oppofed the 
Regulating Act of 1773, and was then the aflerter 
of the Cempany’s rights, and the defender of the 
characters of the Company’s fervants. 

Perhaps it will not be very becoming in me to 
make any obfervations on the capacity of the Direc- 
tor, nominated by Mr. Fox for the future Govern- 
ment of India. The noble Lord at the head of the 
Seven, is univerfally allowed to be a moft amiable 
and virtuous character. But to be at the head of 
fuch a commiffion, requires a thorough knowledge 
of India, and the ftrifeft impartiality. That the 
noble Lord is totally deficient in thefe requifites, 

mutt 
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muft be clear to every one who heard his Losdfhip 
read one letter, dated in Bengal in 1769, and ang- 
ther-in 1775, {tating abufes or oppreffions in the cal- 
Iection of the revenues, and arguing from thole do- 
cuments in favour of Mr, Fox’s bill. The mode of 
collecting the revenues has been totally altered fiance 
thofe periods. I fhould {carcely fuppofe that the 
four Directors, whofe names are inferted after the 
noble Earl’s, have had either opportunity or inclina- 
tion to ftudy the affairs of India, as they muft be fhu- 
died by any man or body of men who mean to govern 
that country for the advantage of this. Mr. Gre- 
gory and Sir Henry Fletcher have beea concerned 
undoubtedly for fome years in the affairs of India, 
The former was many years a free merchant ip 
Calcutta; the latter has been feveral voyages asa 
Mate or a Captain of an Indiaman; yet, with all 
due deference to the {plendid abilities of both thefe 
gentlemen, J am yet to learn what particular fervices 
were performed by ~ither of them, as Chairman of 
the Court of Directiors, India has, undoubtedly, 
been faved by the exertions of Mr. Haftings, the 
Supreme Council, Sir Eyre Coote, &c. abroad; and 
by the affiftance afforded t them from home in 
Lord North’s adminiftration, at the requificion of 
Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James, not merely ia 
the reinforcements fent to India, but in that cordial 
and ficady fupport and confidence, which fhould 
fubfift between the government of Great Britain and 
its dependencies in India at all times, but more 
particularly in rhe hour of difficulty and difrefs. 
It would lead me from the proper fubjett of this 
review, 
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review, was I to thfert the remarks that muft natu 
rally cecut to every man, who refleds upon the 
mean and unworthy acts which: have been practifed 
for fome time paft, to injure Mr. Haftings in the 
public opinion, The Reports of a Committee have 
been fold as pamphlets, unacccompanied by voueh- 
ers of explanations. What is called the Eleventh 
Report of the Sele€t Committee, was fent under a 
blank cover to feveral noble Lords, while the bill 
was depending. This Report contained feveral 
ftritures on thefe letters which Mr. Haftings had 
written to the Court of Directors. In one of them 
he had inclofed an account of fums received by him 
as prefents, amounting to two hundred thoufand 
pounds, ‘and carried to the Company’s credit. The 
Eleventh Report does not contain any copy of thefe 
letters, or of this account, though wonderful inge- 
nuity is difplayed by the compiler of it, in pointing 
eut certain inconfiftencies, which muft remain un- 
explained for the prefent; but I am fure no man 
living, who reads the Eleventh Report, will con- 
ceive that the following paragraph was contained in 
Mr. Haftings’s letter to the Directors of the 16th 
of December, 1732: “If I appear in any unfa- 
* yourable light by thefe tranfactions, I refign the 
*¢ common and legal fecurity of thofe who commit 
* crimes or errors. I am ready to anfwer any par- 
“ticular queftion that may be put againft myfelf 
‘¢¢ upon honour, or upon oath.” I am fo confident 
that Mr. Haftings will be able to explain fully and 
fatisfactorily his reafons for concealing for a time, 

from 
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from: whom the feveral fumes alluded to were receiw- 
ed, that I earseftly with he may be publicly called. 
wpori to reels every minute circumftante attendingt 
the receipt of each feparate article in the account; 
fur an order, I truft, has already been fent to him. 
It. would have been candid, therefore, in the com 
piler of the pamphlet, entitled the Eleventh Re? 
part, if he had waited for the arrival of the ex% 
planation ; 3 but if he really thought he had’caughe 
the Governor General at a difadvantage, it would! 
have been juft- and honeft in him, when he was 
comimeming upon letter, to have inferted eitker the 
letter entire, or at leaft the very material ai 
which Ihave quoted. + 
A man of plain undeiftanding might be led t6 

fuppofe, from the ungenerous, paltry, and unfair 
practices, which all men have noticed for thefe two 
years paft, that to a party in this country, the re< 
moval of Mr. Haftings from the gévermnment ‘of 
Bengal, was of infinitely more confequence than the 
prefervation of our Indian empire. Whether to the 
public meafures of one fet of men, or to the intem= 
perate oppofition of another fet of men, we may at- 
tribue the lofs of America, I cdimot determine ; bue 
I believe upon my conicience, that the violent bill, 
propofed atid fupportcd by parties formerly fo hoftile 
to éach other, wottld have dipitived fos of our pofief: 
fions in Indéftan, had it paffed into a law. 
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TO THF 


RIGHT HONOURABLE 


EDMUND BURKE, 


SIR, 


W uen I did myfelf the honour to addrefs 
you, in reply to your fpeech of the 1ft of De- 
cember, I could not venture to make ufe of any 
other authority than Mr. Woodfall, who, as far as 
he went, was a faithful reporter. ‘Your publither, 
Mr. Dodfley, has now favoured the world with 2a 
corrected copy of what fell from you on that day, 
in the Houfe of Commons, You will not, I am 
fure, Sir, contend, that che fpeech as it is now 

B pub- 
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publithed is precifely thefame #s you delivered. 
T was one of the very few ‘who paid the urmoit 
attention to you, arid I do not feruple to afftrt, 
that it your clofer you have omitted fome, and 
empbellifaed other parts of your declamatory ha- 
rangue. I take it, however, as it ands; nor:do 
I hefrate to pronounce it to be, an artful, though 
a profs and glaring mifreprefentation of all the 
eyents that have happesedl in India from che pear 
1756 to the prefent time. 


I fincerely believe the public to-be moft hear- 
tily tired of us both. Perhaps, neither your 
Speech, nor my Anfwer to. it, may be read by 
twenty Members of either Houfe of Parliament : 
but if it fhould be my good fortune, by a plain 
recital of faéts, to remove prejudices which. your 
fpeech is exprefslp caleulated to saile, from the 
obfcureft individual in England, I thall thiok my- 
felf amply sepaid for the trouble and — at~ 
tending thig tetter, 


Yoy fet ont with declaring, that che Company’s 
fervants have Qid or ruined'every Priace in India 
with 
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with whom. they have been connected; and you 
* fayg**-$a Bengal, Surajah Dowlah was fold to Meer 
- Jahier.” Upon my word, Sir, defirous as I am 
#0 avoid every harfh-and offenfive expreffion, and 
to confine myfeif ftri&tly to fa&ts, I can fcarcely 
’ geftrain myfelf within she bounds of decency, when 
£ comment upon this part of your publication. 
Are you, or your party, really defirous of incurring 
the odium you formerly attempted to throw upon 
Lord North and his Adherents? Are you willing 
to have it faid, that it is your practice to * eat 
“ your words, and to renounce your principles ?” 
Why, Sir, did you not bring this charge for- 
avard when the late Lord Clive was living? If 
Surajah Dowlah was fold to Meer Jafher, Lord 
‘Clive was the falefman , and General Burgoyne, 
in the year 1773, did prefer a charge fomething 
fimilar to this againft that Great Man. Were your 
flathes of oratory, your burfts of indignation 
thea, the mere effects of party fpirit? Can you 
forget the terms you ufed at that period ; how 
you accufed Lord North of Robbery and Inyuftice ; 
how eloquently you defended the caufe of the 
Company, apd the characters of their injured 
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fervanta? “Eeke care, Sir, that the. people of 
England, gulled, deceived, and cheated as they 
have been, do not turn with diguf and abbor- 
rence from men, who {quebbie or unite, whe 
abufe or flatter, who profecute er defend, who 
threaten to impeach, or condefcend to ,coalefce, as 
conveniency and felf-iatereft may difiate. To 
all that you have faid of the abufes exifting io 
India, previous to the year .1773, 1 fhall merely 
sefer my readers to the debates of that year, and 
leave them to form their own opinion of your pa 
triotifm, your juftice, or your confiftency. 


I fhall now, Sir, proceed to reply to fuch parts 
of your declamation, as rejate to occurrences 
which have happened fince the year 17733 and 
the firft charge is, Mr. Haftings’s treatment of 
Shaw Allum. To this I fhajl oppofe a bare re- 
dation of facts. The Mogul empire was sotally 
deftroyed very long indeed before we acquired 
any power in India. Soon after the death of Au- 
rengezebe, the Nabobs of the diftant provinees 
threw off all dependance upon .the Mogul. ‘The 
invafion of Nadir Shah, totally deftrayed the . 
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ffaall ‘réthnant of authority and power which the 
fovercign of Dehly poffefied. So weak and fect 
ble wus the force of the Mogul in the year 1747, 
that his Vizier had not ftrength enough to expel 
the natién of the Rohillas, as you call them, but 
a tribe of Afghan Tartars, or Freebooters, as they 
undoubtedly were, from the country called Ro- 
hifcund. The father and grandfather of the pre- 
fent Mogul wete inhumanly murdered, and bis 
life was preferved only by flight. He wandered 
for feveral years through the upper parts of In- 
doftan, in a ftate of indigence and obt{curity, and 
in the year 1760, at the head of a banditti, he 
invaded Bengal, being then called the Shah Zada or 
Prince. Sujah Dowlah, after he had protected 
Coffim Ally Cawn in 1764, promifed to fuppore 
Shaw Allum: he made ufe of his authority to 
forward his own views; but being defeated, and 
having loft his own country, the Mogul applied 
to us for protection, and in 1765, when his caufe 
was abfolutely defperate, Lord Clive affigned to 
him the countries of Corah and Allahabad for his 
fupport ; to which he added twenty-fix lacks of 
Sicea rupees from the revenues of Bengal. I afk 

you 
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you fecioully, Sir, whether vor conduct td die 
Mogul was not generous beyond exhmple, as will 
as to Sujah Dowlah ? I refer you're the fetrers bf 
Your friend, General Smith, written after he ombe 
to the command of the army in Bengul,:for‘his 
opinion of the ceflions we made, atid ‘the little 
benefit we received in return. From 2°“6%- to 
39770 the Mogul continued at Allahabad. His 
tribute was fairly and hondurably paid by the 
Company. For three years, 1 believe,  paffed to 
the Mogul through the hands of General Smith ; 
and he wilf reply to the rumour which was cir- 
eulated in India, that in his mint he redoined the 
rupees fent from Bengal, before thty were paid 
into the Mogul’s exchequer. 


Shaw Allum had quitted Allahabad, and 
thrown himfelf into the arms of the Mardattas, 
neatly a year before Mr. Haltings arrived in Ben- 
gal. He was in fact a prifoner with thein, and 
has continued a prifoner ever finee. “To the ‘Ma- 
* pattas he configried ovet the provinces’ of Cérah 
“td Allahabad. Would you, Sit, 2s 4 politician, 
under the Uioumitances which 1 have’ mentioned, 
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aither kaye remitted a tribute from the revenugs 
#€ Bengal, or have permitted the Maratras to take 
poficiion of Corah and Allahabad, .which we had 
exprefsly afigned over to the Mogul for the fup- 
port of his dignity ? As well may you accufe the 
Britifh nation of injuftice, or our moft gracious 
Sovereiga of ufurpation, becaufe the defcendants 
of James the Second do not enjoy the imperial 
«rown of Great Britain, as fet up the right of 
the Mogul to the Empire of Indoftan at this mo- 
ment. I avow, that the Mogul Empire did not 
exift for years before we acquired power in In« 
dia, and that to agitate the fubjet of the right 
by which we poffefs Bengal, is the groffeft abfur- 
dity. I moft fincerely pity the misfortunes of 
the Mogul; but we have nothing to anfwer for 
on that head. I lament that Patna or Monghier 
was not fixed upon as the place of his refidence : 
but read the opinion of Lord Clive, General 
Carnac, or General Smith, on the character of 
the. Mopul, and fee how widely different their 
> femtiments are from yours. They have defcribed _ 
him as a man. whom gratitude could nat bind ; 
that his heart -was fet upon a foolith projed of 
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going to Dehly, in which neither from prudesee 
wor policy cduld the Gompany fieppore hiss. 
OF fe fittle avail did <Be Moarattas detm- the’ 
royal -grant of-the provinces of Corsh wid Aila- 
habatt, that by the late treaty of peace, the Vi- 
«ier ts feevred in the quiet poffeffion of thetn. 
Your apoftrophe to the Speaker was 4} placed. 
This is, indeed, an age of wonders, in whieh the 
Minifiry you oppofed, or, as Lord Narth faid, 
yout intemperate Oppofition, diffevered « and 
ruined the Britifh ‘empire. But though the 
Mogi! Empire was ruined before you or theJ 
Speaker were born, the rein of the Britifh Ea-'' 
pite miay be dated from the period when -you 
commenced the advocate of one of our ee 
ing factions. sw 

The next charge is, that the grand fatefrivas, - 
Mr. Haftings, without a pretence of quarrel, fold 
the “whole nation of the Rohilias. This 1s in 
every particular untrue. There was <- ptetente 
of quartel. Sir Robert Barker thonght fo. “Fron . 
hin tame the firft propofition for the: Rohilla 
war} and the cafe was, a dirett breack of a 


treaty 
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tepety, ta which -he, on the part of the Enplith,, 
wae guarantee. The Mohillas were not a nation,, 
bet-a tribe of Feechaoters, whom the delcendants, 
of Tamerlane withed to expel fram che country 
they had conquered in 1747, but had not ferce 
enough to accomplifh it. Every circumflance at- 
tending she Rohilla war, was knowa in England 
in#795, and every fact which happened ia the 
courfe of it, moft grofsly exaggerated. When 
the fa@s were frefh in the minds of men, the, 
fubje was agitated here; ¢very power of the 
gowernment was then ufed to remove Mr. Fiat- 
tings, for his thare in that war; but your fricads 
afGfied to piefeive him from the vengeance of 
Losd. North, and the miniftets of that day: and 
fhail your Oratory be now employed to revive 
Accufations long fince refuted, aad long finse 


forgonten? 


Your obfervations on the late tieaty with the 
Marattas are moft exrsaordinary indeed, aad dif- 
play either a tatal ignorance of che vasious events 
which happened in India previous to it, or whag 
is worle, an abdohjte inteation to deceive end 


zaifead, 
C Your 
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Your objections to the Maragta treaty are, 
firtt, Yhat-we gave up our allies, Futty Sing, Gui- 
eowat, and the Rana of Gohud; fecondly, that 
wé forfook Ragonaut Row, and delivered him 
sever to his enemties ; thirdly, that we agreed in 
future tot to protect the fubjedts of the Marattas, 
aiid fourthly, that we wilhed to conclude an al- 
Hanee, offenfive and defenfive, with the Maragtas, 
againft Hyder Ally, on very unjultifiable terms. 
Will you be pleafed to recollect, Sir, that 
your honourable friend’s intimate acquaintance, 
Lord Macartney, and his Council, had applied ¢p 
the Marattas for peace upon apy terms; thag the 
Court of Direétors had fhewn an equal degree of 
anxiety upon the fubject; that the proceedings in 
. England tended in like manner to convince the 
.Marattas we muft accept of their terms; and 
that Mr. Haftings, who had to negociate upder 
al! thefe difadvantages, has concluded a peace 
which is honourable and advantageous in every 
point of view. I avow, that your objections are 
frivolous and abfurd in the higheft degree. No 
peace could have been concluded, , unlefs we 
would “have confented to place Fuuty, Sing and 

a ee Rago- 
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Ragonaut Row in the fituation they were in pre- 
vious to the commencement of hottilities. Fytty 
Sing is fatished ; Ragonaut Row’s perfon is per- 
feétly fecure, and an honourable provifion is made 
for his fubfiftence. I attribute the fecond Ma- 
ratta war to Ragonaut Row’s refiding in Bombay 
after the treaty of Poorunder, and if the Englith 
continued to protect him, this peace, like the 
laft, would be a truce for a few months only, 
Another caufe of difpute with the Marattas is 
effectually removed by our confenting not to af- 
ford fhelter to their renters or fubje@ts, who 
fhould fly to us for protection againft their go- 
vernment. The Maratta ftates contain various 
pretenders to offices of truft and power. Is it 
the intereft of the Englith to preferve peace with 
the Marattas, or to interfere in all their domeftic 
{quabbles ? If the former, this article was both 
wife and neceffary. 


I muft beg, Sir, to defcribe particularly the 
treatment which the Rana of Gohud has received 
from us. He is one of very many independent 
Rajahs, whofe countries border upon the Ma- 

. C 2 ratta 
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ratty dominions; and in the year 27g, the ‘B4s- 
ragtas | had invaded the province of Gohud. The 
Rapa applied to Mr. Haftings for fopport; and 
a the Governor General conceived that a diver- 
fing in the neighbourhood of Malwa, might draw 
Madajee Sindia from Gutzerat, he ‘concluded 
a treaty with him upon certain condittons. 
In coafequence of this treaty, Major Popham 
marched to the Rana’s affiftance, whofe country 
was almoil entirely ia the poffefien of the Ma- 
rattas. He drove them out jn a few months, 
apd conquered from them a diftnidt, produting 
fix lacks of rupees a year. In Auguft, s780, he 
took what, till that moment, was called the Im- 
pregnable fortrefs of Gualier. On our part,-e¥ery 
cggdition of the treaty with thé Rana was moft 
{crupulonfly fulfilled: but we neither received 
the, money, proyifions, nor troops, which he had 
ftipulated to furnith. There was nor the faaflek 
¢eaufe of complaint from him of a breach of trea- 
ty, tll after the takjng of Gualier, Thi was to 
by.given up to him. Sir Eyre Coote thought ic 
yeowtt be prudent, to yelerve ic for fome time in 


ope bands, eG the Rana of Gchud typcid ‘ong 
have 
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have, firgngth engugh to keep it. The Rana 


appligd for the fort again and “again, claimed 
the ftrift performance of this article, and pro- 
mifd, on, his part, to furnifh his “quota of 
traope, previgens, and money, “if the fort 
was delivered to him. Mr, Haftings and the 
Supreme Council did deliver it to him in March, 
1781, and thus was every ftipulation on our 
pars moft faithfully performed. What return 
did we meet? Not only were we difappointed 
in the fupplies which we were actually to re- 
ceive by treaty, but the Rana was deteéted in 
holding a fecret correfpondence with Madajee 
Sindia. His breach of treaty, duplicity, and 
tyeachery, were proved beyond the poffibility of 
a. doubt, On the other hand, we performed 
every engagement we bad entered into with a 
rigid exactnefs. Let me afk you, right honour- 
able Sir, whether, under thefe circumftances, 
Mr, Haftjngs’s conduct was not juftifiable? For 
proof af the fads I have ftated, I refer you 
ta the records at the India Houle, and to Co- 
Janel Muis’s correfpondence — with the Governor 


ied and Council, from April to Oécber, 
19785. 
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ay81. I declare. moft flenihly, that I culid 
not haseccanceived it poffible for any mati to 
have made the remarks which you ‘havé thade 
upon the late Maratta” peace, if I had*tiot miy- 
felf heard your confiftent friend, Mr. Fox, affert, 
ia the morth af May, 1789; that no peace 
could be a bad one for this country ; and, in 
feven months after, was a witnefs of his junc- 
ture with your old enemy, Lord North, for the 
exprefs purpofe of turning our the men who 
preferved all that remains of our Empire. Mr. 
Haftings, an unconnected individual, cannot ex- 
pect jultice or common decency from fuch men, 
Was it difhonourable in the king of France to 
refufe the Pretender an afylum in his dominions 7 
Yet, Lewis XIV. acknowledged the Pretender’ 
as King of Great.Brirain, upon the death of 
James I, We have not deferred Ragonaut 
Row. We have ftipulated for an honourable’ 
provifion for him, if he.chufes to accept a} of 
which there is nedoubt; if he dyes not, we are’ 
engaged, pot ta, permet him 0 remain in any of 
opr fetiements, | Futty Sing is placed in the- 
Bid fiqatign he-wes'in at the treaty of Poor’ 


under, 
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under.¢ Upon the whole, Sir, the more. the 
terms of the. late Muratta treaty are confidered, 
the more will Mr. Haftings appear enticed ‘eo 
the thanks of his conftituents and his counwy 
for having concluded it. I wonder you emitted 
Sir Henry Fletcher’s objection. The worthy 
baronet lamented the ceffion of Broach, and in- 
creafed the value of that place from three, to 
fixteen lacks oftrupees. Mr. Dodiley will profic 
by, this hint, I hope, in the next edition of 
your {peech. 


In my laft letter to you I have fully re- 
futed your affertion, as to the rapid fuceeffion 
of boys who govern India, Ina the civil and 
military fervice of the Company in Bengal, 
there are fome who have ferved above thirty 
yaes, fome from twenty-five to thirty, more 
from twenty to twenty-five: The eldeft major 
Ia Bengal has been twenty years; the eldeft 
captam fixteen yrara in the fervice; and in the 
ciyil line, the gentleman who will fucceed to 
the fixit vacancy in the Board of Trade went 
out a writer jn 1763, juft one and twenty years 

ago. 
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oto. &t Madras aad Biwnbay vhe-rife 2 OY 
flesmet-¢ Wnd* this ~is fafficient ‘to! prove your wf 
fertiiel wot to have’ the fimaiieit foundatidn in 
weds, 1 with té detih'in faGs, 0 ypledee wy 
Cheeta end my‘ honour Yor thé -trith of wy 
aiftvtions, leaving the credit’ of fine writing to 
the! Bowery Mr. Borke. 


Eqodify unjuft and unirie is four affertion, 
that * Our conqueft, after twenty years, is as 
“ crude as it was the firft day.” We bave 
erefied {chools, we bave built bridges, we have 
made high roads, and we have cat tew navi- 
gations. Here, Sir, I oppeft fats to affertions. 
The foundation in Calcutte, fo far from being 
apaltry one, has raiféd che Enphith hame through- 
out Indoftan, and was an undertaking worthy 
the man to whom we owe a tranflation of 
the cede of Gentoo Jaws, and the publication 
of.a Bengal grammar. The high tezd from 
Galeuttee to Chunat, 456 thiles, thycugh the 
bifie@hich boutd Bengal to the Weftward, was 
ang beneficial whrk, and ‘is enmplerely ex- 
warea, The cat ‘fiom Calddttd te the Sale 

4 Water 
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‘Wee Hike beie-facititeted the inishd naview 
tion, has increaied the tdde of Calcutta, and 
as sedated the priceof fuel above twenty pet 
cemt.- ‘Thefe, Sir, are fome of the many im-~ 
provements: which shave taken place in Me. 
Biaftings’s adminiftration. Lands have been 
cleared, new manufactures have been eftablithed, 
aud old ones improved to a great degree fince 
he fucceeded to the government, and I beg to afk 
you, Sir, if any man living could have taken 
more pains to encourage trade than Mr. Haf- 
tings has done* To him we owe it, that the 
communication by the way of Suez with Eu- 
rope was opened, and to the fhort-fighted po- 
licy of fome of your friends, that it is now 
fiepped up. To hint we owe a communication 
being eftablifhed with Thibet, highly advan 
tageous to Bengal. 


No place upon the globe has been fo greatly 
imtproved in the laft tes years as Calcutta, and, 
the country about it; the trade of Bengal m 
general has increafed, qand is ingreafing ; - parts, 
of the country which it was formerly unfafe fo. 
D pafs 


é 
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pafs through, anenow in high culimagion, apd the 
inhabicants. in a fate of civilization very. different 
indeed from what they vwlere whea your driend 
General Smith was in Bengal, who from the very 
fhort time he remained there, and ehe very lange 
fortune he brought away, may anfwer the animaved 
defcription you have given, “ of rapid fucceffion, 
* enormous fortuacs, birds of prey and paflage,” 
&c. &c, &e. 


For Heaven’s fake, Sir, point out the wretch, 
‘who has torn the cloth from the loom, or 
* wrefted the fcanty portion of rice and falt from 
** the peafant of Bengal, or wrung from him the 
*opiom in which he forget his oppreffions and 
** his oppreffor.” I thank my God I know ho 
Englifhman who has been guilty of fuch attro- 
tious acts. It was my unhappy lot to be in Ben- 
gal in 1770, when a third of its inhabitants were 
{wept away by a dreadful famine; but collec- 
tively, and’ individually, by voluntary fubferip- 
tions from all ranks of Earopeans, we did our 
wtmoft to avert the miferable effects which atten- 
ded that fatal calamity: thoufards were fed every 
. day 


[ 9 ] 

day ia the garrifon of Monghier, where I was 
then: doing duty, by the officers and foldiets, 
The fame at Patna, Moorfhedabad, and Calcutta. 
it was to the impofhibality of procuring rice, and 
net to an infenfthility to the diftreffes of our fellow- 
creatures, that we muft attribute the lofs of fo 
many lives. The. Abbe Raynal can hardly dif- 
pute the palm of invention with you, but in the 
pathetic you have no equal, 


You have faid, Sir, that * our Indian Govern- 

* ment is, in its beft ftate, a grievance.” If you 
mean to apply this to its influence oyer, or oppref- 
fion of the natives of India, ] totally differ with 
you. If you mean to apply it to this country, 
the affertion is abfurd. Since the acquifition of 
Bengal, the cuftoms, &c. paid by the Company 
to the State, have increafed from feven to thirteen 
hundred thoufand pounds a year, Our exports to 
India haye increafed in the fame proportion; and 
inftead of fending from three to five hundred thoue 
fand pounds in bullion annually from this country 
to Afia, we have actually brought above three mil- 
lions fterling into the kingdom in the laft twenty 
D? years, 
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yeas, f.agyec, mot, hepraily with -you aad Mr. 
Faxes thatabe faudden aequifition of secalth in Indi 
is highly; inaproper suber the evil does not-enitt at 
piefent,, Mr. Haftings has been Governors or 
Governor Gsneral of Bengat for twelve yeara; 
will you, right honourable Sir, be fo, good ta 
point out fix perfons wha have returned to this 
countty in that period, .»with fortunes faddenly 
acquired? I know but of. two, the one, Mr. 
Farrer, a gentleman of the law; the other, M jor 
Webber, the aid-de-camp of Sir John Ciavering, 
who was appointed to the command of a regi- 
ment of horfe in the Vizier's fervice, and com- 
mandant of the garrifon of Allahabad, where he 
had a fair and an honourable opportunity of ac- 
quiring a handfome independence in two years. 
A gentleman who deals fo much in exaggeration 
as you do, can only be refuted by an appéal ta 
facts. You fay, fortunes have been fuddenly ac- 
quired in Bengal ; I affert that it is not true, tha¢ 
the faét has been notorioufly otherwife fince Mr. 
Haftings fucceeded to the government. H you 
will go farther back, indeed, I readily grant 


you that fome very glaring inftances are to be 
found 
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found, of men-who acquired latge fortanes in 2 
fort time, and no oneamore glaring than the dafe 
of: your friend, General Stnith, who arrived in 
Bengal in May 1765,: quitted it in December 
#769; and fince his return to Enpland, has been 
emineatly confpicuous as a man of tle very firlt 
world. A few, and a vety few more of us, 
have been ambitious to get inte Parliament xpoz 
any terms, or to become rembers of the gambling 
clubs in St. James’e-fii-et; but in general, Sir, 
the gentlemen vo have ferved their country in 
India, are men of as frit honour, and as exam- 
plary characters in every refpect, as any fet of 
men whatever, Let me repeat it agaif, ‘that the 
people of England who have been fo gulled, de- 
cei¥ed, and cheated by pretended patriots, and 
political adventurers, will not fuppofe us to be 
the infernal monfters you reprefent us, without 
full enquiry ; and no man wifhes more earneftly 
than I do for fuch an enquiry. Hitherto Mr. 
Hraftings has not been treated with common jufs 
tice, Common decency, or common honefty, by 
his difappointed opponents. . 


I would 
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I would beg leave to refer you, and eny gentile. 
man who may do me the honour to sead this letter, 
to the narrative which I heve letely publithed for 
a.full, and complete anlwer to every thing you 
haye faid relauve to the Begums, of Oude, Cheye 
Sieg, and Fyzulla Cawn, The India Bill was une 
doubtedly, aa obje& of the utmoft impartance te 
your party, if it had paffed, Lord North and Mr, 
Fax would have been, what fome of you fay they 
aught to be, * The fole Rulers of this Country.’ 
Wo wander, therefore, that you hazarded a few 
bold affertions in order to carry fo great a point; 
but that yoy Should deliberately it down in your 
glefet so prepare for the prefs, much that you did 
fay, and much that I avow, you did nat Gy, dacs, 
I confels, aftonith me. Perhaps, after all, My, 
Dod§ey has published without your authority; if 
fo, I hope you will call hing to an accoyat for 
sirculating fo grofs a libel in your name. Is your 
character fa very high ip the world, that My, 
Dodiley can expect it to bear dowa tryth, reafon, 
and common feafe by mere words? Or, can he 
fuppofe char } will fuffer fuch grofs mifreprefen- 
tations to remain uncontradicted ? ; 

The 


[ 23 ] 

~The revenue of Bendres was paid up to the 
month of February 1783, when the Surprize 
packet failed in April laft, and there was no rea- 
fon to believe it would fall in arrears in future: 
The country has not been in confufion, mor are 
the people undone; and your remarks that no 
Muffulman magiftrate ever entered Benares under 
the Perfian or Tartar conquerors, is moft affured- 
ly unfounded. The Cutwallee of Benares was 
ever poffefied by Sujah Dowlah, and the magif- 
trate was a Muflulman. Nay more; when we 
yielded the Cutwallee to Cheyt Sing, he actually 
continued a Muffulman chief magiftrate in the 
city of Benares. I will cell you farther, Sir, that 
almoft all Cheyt Sing’s favorites, and the compa- 
nions of his loofer hours, were Muffulmen, and 
in many of the contumacious acts which brought 
on his ruin, he was directed by the advice of a 
Moffulman, Goolam Hoffein Cawn. So far from 
the people being undone, we know that the coyn- 
try never was in a higher ftate of cultrvation than 
in three months after the expulfion of Cheyt Sing’; 
and the accounts from Bengal as late as the gth 
of Auguft laft, not only prove the provinces of 
Bengal, 
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Bengal, Bahar, Bentres, Oude, and Rohifcund, to 
be in perfeét tranquillity, bur they actually con- 
vey to us the molt ‘unequivocdl prodf of “the 
opinion which the Governor General and Courdef 
entertain of the ftability of the government, 
and the continuance of the Maratta peace. Sonit 
regiments have been difbanded, and all the rtpi- 
ments th our fervice are reduced from one thow- 
fand to feven hundred and eiphty, rank and fite. ~ 
You fay, Sir, that Lieutenant-colonel Hannay, 
Mr. Middleton, and Mr. Johnfon, were accuféd of 
the groffeft peculations. Upon my word, I cannot 
find* apon any records of the Company, or from 
private advices, that there is the {mafleft founda- 
tion for‘this affertion. Lieutenant-cofonel Han- 
nay entered into the fervice of the Eaft-India 
Company with the rank of Captain in 1764. He 
had diftinguifhed himfelf during the Jaft war jin 
Germany, and was much efteemed by the laté' 
Marquis of Granby. He was eighteen years if 
the Company’s fervice, and having corhmanded 
a very ftrong detachment in Oude, from 1777 
9) 
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to 1782, it may be fuppofed without any reflec. 
tion upon the charaéter of Lieutenant-colonel 
Hannay, that, as well as Major Webber, he had 
honourably 4cquired a handfome fortune. I never 
heard it furmifed, that he was accufed of pecula- 
tion. The corps which he commanded, with all 
the native corps, ferving under Britifh officers in 
Oude, were reformed by the Vizier’s defire; but 
the Vizier himfelf, feeing the abfolute neceffity of 
keeping up a ftrong military force in Ghauzipore, 
again applied to the Supreme Council fer affiftances 
and Colonel Hannay would have returned there, 
but, as you obferve, in this inftance with truth, 
“‘ he was prevented by death.” Mr. Middieton 
and Mr. Johnfon were recalled, Lecaufe the 
Supreme Council thought they had not exerted 
themfelves to receive the ballances due to the 
Company from the Vizier, and Mr. Johnfon’s 
tranfactions with Gopaul Dols, a Benares banker, 
were alfo difapproved of; but I cannot find a 
fhadow of evidence to prove, that they have ever 
been accufed of the ‘ groffeft peculations.”* 

E You 


* Js it poffible, Sir, for any man to read that part of your 


fpeech in which you fo politely mention ‘* Hanuay, Middleton, 
and 
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You have the means to be well informed of the 
actual ftate of the Carnatic, and of Tanjore, I thall 
not venture to difpute any thing you may affert 
relative to the differences which have unhappily 
{ubfifted between the Nabob of Arcot, and the 
Raja of Tanjore; but I will prefume to affert, 
Sir, that ftanding as you do, fo connected as you 
are, with the profeffed agent of the Raja of 
Tanjore, the public ought to receive any thing 
you may fay relative to him, with doubt, and 
diftruft. Is it not true, that you have yourfelf 
applied to a late chairman of the Court of Direc- 
tors (Mr, Sulivan) on the bufinefs of the Raja of 


and Johnfon,’’ without adverting to your own character as a 
public man, and comparing it with the conduct of Mr. Haftings. 
The Governor General appointed two gentlemen to Oude, in 
whom he had a confidence. He thought they had been deficient 
in their public duty, and he recalled them. (Licutenant-colonel 
Hanazy was removed becauft his corps was difbanded.) You 
came into office, and found two of the clerks removed on ftrong 
fafp.cidn of delinquency. Without previous concert with any 
ane, you took pon youtfelf to reftore thofe men to their offices. 
After fuch an imftance of folly and imprudence, (to give it no 
harfher epithets) fhall you ftand forth, and accufe Mr. Haftings 
wf an intention to fereen delinquents. $ Well, indeed, may I 
exclam with my countryman, Sir Richaid Hill,-+ Mutate 
Norsune, dete Fabula narratur. 


Tanjore ; 
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Tanjore ; and is it not fair to fuppofe, that in the 
abfence of your coufin, the Pay Matter of his 
Majefty’s Forces in India, you are the Raja’s 
agent in England ? 


Your remarks upon the mode of Jetting the 
Jands in Bengal are fo curious, that I muft beg 
leave to call the attention of the public to the 
fubjeG@. In 1772, Mr. Haftings and his Council 
farmed out the lands in Bengal upon leafes for five 
years, The Court of Directors approved the 
plan. Lord North, the Minifter of the country, 
and an active member of a Secret Committee, 
(which you then abnfed, though you now call 
their Reports ample and inftructive) reported this 
plan, and one for the adminiftration of juftice, 
to the Houfe of Commons. Many encomiums 
were pafied upon Mr. Haftings shen for the adop~ 
tion of thefe meafures, and he was appointed the 
Governor Genera] of Bengal by Parliament ; 
yet, in the year 1784, you come gravely forward, 
and afk the Houfe of Commons, if you fhall 
** be believed in relating”—-what was a matter of 
public notoriety in 1773. For fhame, Sir, do 

E 2 not 
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not attenapt td miflead the nation & grofsly ; be 
affured I wall follow you ftep by ftep; and I truit, 
thar che juftice, the honour, and che good ferfe 
of my countrymen, wall diftinguifh between truth, 
and falfehood, 


Mr, Haftings’s banian did rent feveral farms, 
and was a confiderable lofer by them. This has 
been fully praved ; and it is well known that he 
was a man of very confiderable property, and a 
confiderable renter, long before Mr. Haftings 
himfelf arrived in Bengal. 


I fhall not follow you, Sir, through a rhap- 
fody of fix pages upon the miferable flate of the 
natives of Bengal, the decay of commerce, and 
the bad, and corrupt management of Mr. Hattings 
and his Council, The care which Mr. Haftings 
has taken to preferve that part of the Britith em- 
pire, entrufted to him, is as confpicuous as the 
fattious attempts of a fet of defperate, and aban- 
doned mock patriots in this country, to tarnifh the 
glory of Great Britain, and to abufe every man of 
merit, in every department, civil and military. Ie 

will 
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wilk be a fuicient anfwer to all your itliberal 
reflections, to affert, that from the year 1778, to 
the month of December 1782, above fix millions 
fterling has been remitted from Bengal, to Ma- 
dras, and Bombay, in money, provifions, and 
military ftores. That a peace was concluded 
with the Marattas at a moft critical moment, 
upon honourable and advantageous terras; that in 
this time of general. diftrefs, the provinces of 
Bengal, Bahar, and its dependencies, were kept 
in perfect tranquillity ; the inveftment con'inued, 
and our refources increafed above a million fter- 
ling. Examine any gentleman, of any party, 
who has returned from India in the Jaft two years, 
and he will tell you, that the exertions of the Su- 
preme Council have been wonderful; and that if 
-aman of inferior genius, intrepidity, or refource 
to Mr. Haftings, had prefided in Bengal, India 
would have been loft. 


I now come to a part of your publication 
which I am fure is foifted in by yourlelf, or Mr. 
Dodfley. You never {poke the following words 


in the Houfe of Commons: * attend, I pray you, 
* 6 
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* to the profperity of Benfield, Haftings, and 
‘“‘ others of that fort.” For fhame, Sir, pre- 
ferve a little decency; Benfield, as you call 
him, and Mr. William Burke (for I will not fol- 
low your example) have taken oppofite fides in 
the difputes of the Carnatic. The one is faid to 
be deeply involved with the Nabob Mahomed 
Ally; the other avowedly poffeffes the Tanjore 
agency. I never faw Mr. Benfield; I know no- 
thing of his caufe. Mr. Haftings is “as uncon- 
netted with him, as he is with Mr. William Burke. 
Both parties may be men of honour; but as you 
have an interefted enmity to Mr. Benfield, why 
would you introduce his name with Mr. Haftings 3 
¥our noble friend, Lord North, patronized Mr. 
Benfield openly, and avowedly. He is faid, God 
knows with what truth, to have given his Lord- 
fhip feven votes in this “ beft Houfe of Com- 
“mons,” as you now ¢all it; though two years 
ago you declared, thac it would fupport Lord 
North; as Jong as his Lordthip “could find 
« money to bribe gentlemen to fay they believed 
“him.” And what, Sir, is the profperity of Mr. 
Haftings ? He is at this moment the legal Gover- 
por General .of Bengal; and he will treat with 
— contempt 
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contempt your poor attempts to injure him in the 
public opmoz, tt he “ bas nad op, orvunities 
‘of heaping up iuimnen: we tih, ue has been 
lefs prudent than your fizend, Mi, “uwell, or hia 
late matter, Lord Eiolland; for bis fortune is 
moderate indeed, and it is ufing too ftrong an 
expreffion to fay, “‘ that the fortunes of hundreds 
‘* have depended upon his fmiles or his frowns,” 
becaufe not One Hundred gentlemen in the civil and 
military fervice have acquired fortunes in Bengal 
during his long adminiftration. The reft of this 
paragraph is indecent, beyond any thing I ever 
read in my life. Mr. Haftings is aot loaded with 
the execraticns of the natives of India; the Direc- 
tors have ceafed to cenfure him, and fo far from be- 
ang {truck or blaftcd with a refolution of the Houfe 
Commons, he knows, in common with every loyal 
fubject of England, that a refolution of the Houfe 
of Commons is not the law of the land, though, 
perhaps, he may deem it of more confequence, 
than he would the refolution of a fer of drunken 
porters, which was the conftitutional expreffion 


of your laft Speaker.~ 
I obferye 
* That my readers may form a proper tdea how far Mr. Burke 
3s calculated to be one of Mr. Haflings’s judges, Z thall copy 
what 
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1 Gbitirte, Sir, thet you are in che tnibir-tF 
afiixting wiist is not friGly true, aad then you 
ergie froth your affertion as if it werd matter 
of fot. “For inftance, yos make Mr. Haftings 
fay,'** ‘that he is incumbered with twd hondred 
“ and: ffty young gentlecien, fome“of them of 
« the belt familiés,” and’ you add, *° Ee ‘has 


tubax he. has given to the public, calmly and Weliberarcty, as ‘tls 
own woeds, untefs the fpepch itfeif is 2 forgery of Mr. Dadftes!’s. 

Pare ~g and So, ‘* Attend, I pray you, to the firnation and prof- 
 perity of Renkeld, Haffings,” and others of that fort. ‘The 
laft of shefe hye been treated by tha Company with an afpexity 
of reprebenfion which has no psrallel. They lament ‘ hat the 
power ‘of aifpofingt of their property, in perpetuity, thould Fall] 
intg.fyth hands,’ - Yet for fourtcen yeark, with lad intermep- 
ton, he has governed all their affairs, of every. fefcription, ith 
att sbfalare fway. He hashad, himfelf, the means of heaping up 
smimet® wealth, and during that’ whole périod the fortdads ‘af 
hundreds have gepended on his fmilep and frownm Hc himfelf 
tells you, he 1s mmcumbered with two hundred and fifty youn 

fenttetiles,” foine oF thers of che bell families it England, aff of 
whom, aim ab returning with xaé fortungs to Barope 20 she pring 
of life. He has, then, two hundred and fifty of your children, 
as his heftages, for your good behaviour ; and loaded for years, 
as be ‘has been, with the exchyatidas of the natives, withwle 
cenfyrgs of the Court of Direétors, and-ftruck and blafied with 
refolttiogs of this Hloufe, he fill maintains che muft’ defpotie 
power Vet kwown in Rridia, He dotninee! {with ax ovérbearing 
fway Sethe dfemblies of bis protended matters ; apd it is thought, 
ju,a degree, rath to venture to name his offences in this Houfe, 


aven ag groupds of a legilanve semedy.” a. 
*¢ then, 
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ce then, ge hundred and fifty of your children . 
« as his boftages for, your gaod behaviour :” but 
attend, | pray, you, to ‘the true and undifguifed 
fact.. Mr. Haftings and his Council informed, 
the; Court of Directors, in the month of May, 
1781, that they had abolithed the Provinciak 
Councils, and recalled the feveral members ta . 
Calcutta. Upon this occafion they ftate, * that 
© the civil ferviee is overloaded, that the civil 
“* offices might be reduced to a very icanty 
‘© number, were their exigency alone to deter- 
‘© mine the lift of covenanted fervaats, which 
€ confifts of two hundred and fifty two, and 
“ many of them of the beft families in Enr 
“¢ gland, who afpire to the fudden acquifition of 
cas fortunes, that they may return, and pafs the 
“prime of their lives in England, as multt- 
“ tudes have done before them, (General Smith, 
¢¢ Mr. Farrer, and Mr, Francis, for inftance.)” - 


Was not this remonftrance, if I may fo call 
it, a proper one> What, Sir, did it tend to 
prave? ‘That the Minifters and Directors at hame 
had fo overloaded the civil fervice in Bengal, 

F it 
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it would be mines r 
peice, Mil fme of thot in Béngal “torn 
is BuRpe, or fell w ‘Titvifice t the ech’ P 
| MEP aah int Indih.” Mr. Haftings does ‘not itite, 
that fhe i is encumbered with two hundred and 
ee fifty-two young gentlemen,” but, * that there 

“'are tw hundred and fifty-two diyil fervants, 

«idctiding every rank of them, in “Bengal; ‘and 

w that a inuch lefs number would ‘fuffice ‘for 
¢t‘éondudting the pubfie bufinels.” But, if you 
will’ be fo good to examine the printed lifts of 
the Company’s fervants, you will find, that above 
dat’ hundred and fixty of this nomber have 
beés more than ten years in Bengal. ¢ So much, 
Sir; for your rapid fucceffion of ‘boys. ” 7 


T caithot 


In order-fully to difpreve- Mr. Burke's affestion, ¥ of the 
*? répid facecifion of boyri ‘India, 1 have copied, frou the 
Company's Printed lifts of covenanted fervants, the flanding of 
one fuscred, ed and fizty-feven a gentlemen, we cua negt; kelow 
the Board. pt Leade, and have beea from ¢wenty~oue to eleven 
ycanmt.in the-fervice, 7 
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‘gat RR pdite: Honorable fica) Mr, Bony dell 
ik” kde Biny-evviters, the fone ofemembend of 


“asitadon:, he resottiteBnded thageat, and how 
: fiiany ‘Sie Henry Fletcher appointed. - £ dshow 
“mmyfelfy dat tio Yon of ene meinber sens, 10 


Béugal, es Writers; in the Int feafon. ‘With fo 
notorions, atwi,-I will add, f fcxandalaus an abule 
of the power of patrahkge before:my .eyess have 
I not reafon to” rejsice that -the infamous. bill 
which wat to give Sir Heary Fletcher & great 
a fhare of powet, has been doft? . Hew dif- 
ferent was tlie conduct of Mr. Pitt ?: He ad- 
viled, and truly toa, what would be of more 
confequetite’ than aii -the Bowery {peeches of all 
the orators in this kingdom. Reduce your efta- 
biithmients as low as poffible, and make ng un- 
neceflafy ‘appointments, ‘with a view of feouring 
a majority in Parliatent, — - ; 

Why are the names of Sir fol? Clavering 
and Colonel Monfon agaia brought forward? Be 
affuted, Sit; they were" highly efttenied By every 
man d bonbur’in’ Endia'; bus thal-‘chele preju- 


-" ° fin ttlee de fo + eee! 
dices wete'invinciiit; every man‘ ef hodoer Ia- 
4 


; mented, 
a 
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voonttd.. “My. rancis’s plans of policy,” you 
fay,xtmake ¢he capt thining .pars ‘of yout, te- 
€ part 3” but ahat gendeman will contest hime 
Self with: the degree of merit to. which he is 
entitled. He dreffed the materials, whigh, Mr. 
Ducarell furnithed hima with. Will you ,apsempt 
to perfurede me, Sir, that Mr. Francis, who, when 
he left Bengal, could do little more than call 
for a glafs of wine without an interpreter, could 
have formed a plan fer collecting the revenues 
of Bengal, in lefs than two years, after his are 
rival? I allow Mr. Francis great merit; but he 
will be well content to sank in aclafs far be- 
low Mr. Haftings, and Mr. Ducarell, You 
fay, Mr. Francis “ efcaped with life ;” and, in 
your {peech, yqu made a much ftronger allufion 
te the duel he fought in Bengal; but I moft 
heartily agree with your friend, Mr. Fox, that 
fuch a fubject fhould never he brought up at 
@ diftant period, by a third perfon. 


Eoam really at a lofs to know what you 
meaty when you affert, that every Britith fub- 


js@t.  adtive in the difcoyery of peculations, has 
66” heen 


Fw fT 


# bech FURR —dhiven irom Endiay-—hot' Iarmch 
«het, ¢ from‘ ‘churning s—> theifier; of 
+ Ydwebeviolence of Saul, cinployed ‘tde- 
@' Woy them, in character as well as fostunes* 
Ts this seculatinn Mr, Gregory, Sir ."Henrg 
Phecticr, atl ché Directors, mu anéwer; bad 
I declare to you, upon my honour, tliat 1 have 
never interfered, dire&ly or indjreétly, to pre- 
vent ‘the Yeturn of atiy’ man to India. Ma. 
Hatfings would névet forgive me, was I to have 
redoutfe to fach defitable, &nd unworthy alts 5 
nér can’ ff be a matter’ of che fmalleft. conk- 
qittice to hin, in’ any refpeét, whether Mr, 
Go¥ing, ‘or Mt. Grant,’ the gentiemen to whom; 
at F-fvppofe, you"'alhide,’ ave reftired w the 
ferice with their Yieik; ‘et not. ‘The part thet 
I'tdve afted' will, £ aut, thidld me from‘ the 
fufbicion ‘of defending co ‘the ptadtice of iieard 
ahdinfkiiious ‘atts, in‘otder to ruin the charac 
ter of ahy thm.- F have risver received an ine 
jury from Mr. Goring or Mr. Grant; and I can 
affilite +pda, Bit; as’ I] never have, fo J ndver 
Witt ‘attenypt' +8 taterlete “wich their profpeite of 
révainingt the fervice of the Company; delerving 


= 14, I ta 


[ 39 J 
to myleif the liberty of fully and faigly confides, 
sng the propriety er inspropricty of their remo 
to Hengal, if it thould be left to the determina 
gieh of a General Court, where, until you carrg 
your favourite fcheme of “ Robbery, and Injut 
tice,” I fhall continue to exercife the privileges 
of an Englifhman. t 


I am at a lofs how to anfwer your affertion re- 
lative to the natives of Bengal, I am informad 
that the fieuation of the Rannies of Burdwan, 
Ragefhai, and Amboa, are flourifhing at this mo- 
ment. That they are neither ruined nor beg- 
gared, nor afking alms, I can avow from undoubted. 
authority. If you meant to give the Houfe accu- 
sate information, you would have quoted what Ma, 
homed Reza Cawn has repeatedly declared, that 
he owed his life to the juftice, the impartialisy, 
and the patient attention of Mr. Haftings, at a 
time when Nundcomar had fuborned evidence 
enough to have ruined an hundred men. IL hope 
and tro that Sir Elijah Impey will demand pub- 
he reparation for the indecent refleGlions which 
have been caft upon him. But I tell you, Sis, 

once 
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ence swore, that whether Mundcomar ought: to‘ 
have beet hanged or not, ‘the following facts are 
indifpotebies that he knew forgery to be a capi- 
tal crime by that law to which he was amenable; 
fo far back as the year 1764, that no man in 
india, of any party, ever doubted of his guilt; 
and that Mr. Haftings was not concerned, di~ 
reCtly or indirectly, in his commitment, his trial, 
or his execution. 


As you were foiled in the fhameful attempe 
(for I cannot give it a gentler term) to keep Mz. 
Sulivan out of the dire&tion, you can never mifs 
an opportunity of alluding to the epium contrad 
which his fon enjoys: but here, Sir, I tell you 
again, that you have yet to prove its having beea 
fold at ali by him; and I have proved beyond 
contradiction, that he enjoys it upon the fair and 
equitable terms at which it was fixed in 1775 
by Mr. Haftings, General Clavering, Colonel 
Monfon, Mr. Barwell, and Mr. Francis. 


You have given us avery falfe defcription of 
the Court of Proprietors; and yoa fay, “ thet 
és the 
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“« the agents ef the delinquent fervants are feen, 
\marfhaling, and difciplining their forces ip 
‘¢ Leadenhall ftreet, and the prime fpokefmen in 
© all their affemblies,” 

As you have pronounced Mr. Haftings to be 
the greateft delinquent India ever faw, and as I 
have been examined by you as that gentleman’s 
avowed agent, I muft be free enough to tell you, 
Sir, that I have never defcended to ufe any une 
juftrfiable means whatever, in order to procure a 
fingle vote. If ever man received that indepen- 
dent fupport, from a public aflembly, which he 
might glory in, Mr. Haftings has received it 
from his conftituents. I declare, upon my honour, 
that I have never, either directly or indiredtly, 
expended a fingle fhilling in procuring a vote; 
that I have never promifed even a letter of re- 
commendation, by way of inducing any gentle- 
man to fupport Mr. Haftings; and you will find, 
Sir, that as Mr. Haftings’s popularity has not 
been acquired by bribery, corruption, miniftenal 
influence, or miffeprefentation, it will not be in 
the power of any political adventuret, of any 


faction, to injure him in the opinion of his fellow 
G : fubsects, 
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fubjedta, As As for myfelf, as I: am confcioys that 
I have execited with fidelity the troft wish which 
I was honoured, by a man of whofe friendthip 
it is my pride to boaft, I fhall trea with the con- 
tempt it deferves every illiberal reflection which 
may be thrown upon me, ina place where I have 
not the privilege of making a reply. 


Your account of the ‘* incorrigible condition 
* of the Company,” may be ingenious, though 
it has not novelty to recommend it: but I will 
take upon me to affert, that nothing can be more 
remote from truth than the defcription js. Let 
the world judge between your relation and 
mine, 

1 BO Gamoirterg of the Houfe of Commons 
are appointed ; the ape in 3780, for one pur- 
pris anly, to enquire into the ffate of the judica- 
jurein Bengals the other in 1781, to faquire 
inte the.canfe of the war in the Carnatie. The 
firft , committee procured. an sxeplign , of its 
powerg jm. she following feihous and under that 
gxtepfion it has produced no ef than eleven re- 
ports, { cannot prefume to fpeak what I think 

of 
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df nine of thefe reports: but the pamphlets which 
Mr. Debrete has publifhed, under the tice of 
the Ninth, and Eleventh Reports of the Select’ 
Committee, are the moft infamous, and execrable 
libels, that were ever impofed upon a deluded 
public; and as Lord Thurlow well obferved, 
they have been circulated in a manner difgraceful 
to the dignity, the juftice, and the honour of the 
Britifh nation. The other committee made fix re- 
ports; two of them on the political tranfactions of 
the Supreme Council. In confequence of thefé re- 
ports, various refolutions were propofed and car~ 
ried in a committee of the Houfe of Commons 
when twenty-fix members were prefent. One of 
thefe refolutions was, “ that it was the duty: of 
“ the Court of Directors to difmifs thofe fervants 
“© whom the Houfe of Commons had cenfured.” 
On the 28th of May, this refolution, not having 
been reported, was refcinded, and the following 
fabftiruted in its room; “ That it was the duty of 
*¢ the Court of Directors to remove Mr. Haftings 
é¢ and Mr. Ffordby.” Forty-two members were 
then in the Hovfe ; and furely, Sir, this will bea 
fufficient anfwer to every infinuation of Mr. Haf- 

G2 tings’s 
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tings’ influence in the Houfe of Commons. Not 

a fingle mensber offered to divide the Houle, Nat 

2 fingie Adember {poke in his favour. For Gods 

fake, then, ict us hear no more of the corrupt 

tofluence of the Governor General in the Houfe 

of. Commons, This refotution was fent the fol- 

lowing day to the India Houfe, where your 

party had many friends. ‘The chairman, Mr. 

Gregory, co-operated in bringing forward this 

very refolution, and the deputy, Sir Henry 

Fletcher, a profeffed party man, was the mouth- 

piece of the Rockingham party at the India 

* Houfe. On the 18th of June, the Court of 
Proprietors came unanimoully to two refulutions, 

firictly legal, and founded in reafon, as well as 

in juftice: that to remove Mr. Haftings, merely in 

compliance with a vote of the Houfe of Com- 

mons, would be improper; and, that whatever 

refelution the Dire€tors might come to, on a 

poiat of fuch importance, fhonid be communi- 

cited t the Court of Proprietors b:fore it was 

carried into effe&. I beg to afk you, Sir, if 

‘ thetd is any thing @legal or abfurd in this pro- 
~exeditig? The DireCtors commenced an enquiry 
: into 
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into the conduct of Mr. Haftings, and on he 
&3d of October, thirteen of them determined fie 
fhould be removed, for acts which originated in 
their owa Court, and had received the approba- 
tion of his Majefty’s Minifters, The refolution 
for Mr. Haftings’s removal was laid before a 
General Court. It was ably and fully debated. 
Your honourable friend, General Smith, {poke 
for an hour in fupport of it. The proceedings 
have been printed; and Iam fure, you will sot 
get another man in the kingdom to fay, that 
the refolution was refcinded without complete 
examination. I am weary of refuting fuch pal- 
pable abfurdities. Can you conceive, Sir, that 
men will fo far fhut their ears, and their eyes, 
as to believe, that Mr. Haftings was faved by 
the Proprietors, who were formerly in the fer- 
vice of the Company? Confider, I befeech you, 
what the facts are. Some of the Directors wifhed 
that the queftion fhould go toa ballot. It was 
agreed to inftantly; and feveral gentlemen, who 
{poke in favour of Mr. Haftings, figned the re- 
qpifition for the.ballot. It was taken at the end 
of feven days. .Oppofed to Mr. Haftings, were 
thire 
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thirteen Directors, the Rockingham party, mi- 
nifterial iaflbertce, your friend General Smith, 
antl hany otiiers, who were gaping for appoint- 
riehits ‘to Indias yet with every exertion, they 

balfotted Seventy-five. In his favour, I m 
perhaps count upon the good offices of your 
friend ,Lord' North, who, ! believe, thought 
the removal of Mr. Haftings at that moment 
would have been an a@ of madnefs. He was alfo 
fapported by the influence of public opinion, and 
bg, the induftry of his friends, who were active 
in refating the infamous falfehoods hourly circu- 
lated to blait his character. In this they were fa 
fagcefsfyl, that no lefs a number than Four Hun- 
gred and Twenty-eight ballotted in his favour; 
many of them, men pf the firft diftingtion in 
thip kingdom ; and a very large majority of them 
jadepepdent in their foctunes, and totally un- 
connected with.the politics of India. It, would 
de. impertipent in me to, mention the names pf 
ferenal gentlemen who appeared on -that day, and 
Jpallnied . openly for Ms..Eyaftings > but, you 
may tly wpon xhis fet, that. greater apmber 
ef Mamabers: of Pasligmest gored for Mr. Fisf- 
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s +o ‘ery nx g? a fea 41 Fy wes i 
Broach (— hich he eftimated at 20,0091. a year 
a MNES ty } ee oe sped 
as of force enough to counterbalance the merit of 
rep 4 et fart gre f ' 42 My tee vig BP 
the Maratta peace. The proceedings of that day 
Te ee : * wg UAE Ct im oko 
have been printed, and the public 1s fatisiied that 
ors me ~ 4s (fo soe ty ahs 
Mr. ‘Haftings and the Supreme Council were 
~ . t, “ft MA ae ak ¥Ih" 
faitly and juftly entitled to the thanks of their 
’ = 3 


conflituents. 


In a former part of my letter, I Nave proved 
haw totally void of foundation your affertion-4s, 
that India is governed by a rapid fueceffion of” 
& béys-” In your gqth page, you feppole one of 
thefe boys to return to this tobntry loaded with? 
“‘odium and with riches,” “half 4’miHion* pet. 
haps.” As l'with, if poffible, fo confitic pots col fatty; 
I delire you will point out 2‘fingle'man td me, whd' 
has ever returned trom India with half a niflloty, 
except Lord Clive? J have heard that your fnehd,’ 
General Smith, brougtc what { gall ah fintehte 
fortune home with him; two Kundred and fifiy’ 
thoufand pounds; perhaps he never poffefied Rif 
the money. Twoor three gentleitien who fet 
véty high and advantageous olficés in Bengal, 4a’ 
thé Mik acqpititiog of cht Dewanncd, ale Yippdfet 


to 


[oo] 

to lave acquired very handfome fortunes ; but they 
have been fo long in Eagland, and the fyftem is 
totally changed fince they were abroad, that we 
cannot mention them, or their fortunes, as appli- 
rable to the prefent times, with any more pro- 
priety, than the noble Earl ac the head of your 
propofed commiflien difplayed, when he read a2 
letter from the intetiot parts of Bengal, dated 
x76g, in order to prove how oppreffively the re- 
venues were colledted in 1733. Since the depar- 
ture of. Lord Clive from Bengal in 1767, there 
have been three Governors, Mr. Verelii, Mr. 
Cartier, and Mr, Haftings. It is remarkable that 
the two farmer gentlemen were poorer when they 
quiteed, than when they fucceeded to the govern- 
ment. Neither of them ever poffeffed one hun- 
dred thoufand pounds, nor any thing like it; and 
they. are both highly efteemed for every ansiable 
and praife-worthy quality: the latter is generally 
knowa by the title of the man of Kent, nor do I 
heliewe he has an enemy in the world. Mr. 
Hattings, I afiure you, Sir, will be a fortunate 
wan, if, after filling the government of Bengal 
abave twelve years, he can realize one hundred 

H thoufand 
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thoufaad a and yet Ihave not leffened his 
faorfune by | “ bribing gentlemen” to fay he was 
an. hottelt maby or a good Governor, I haxe, at 
18 true, ‘been at a canfiderable eupence in fending 
him early intelligence of every material public 
event; and of the pitiful atts made ule of to 
blaft his reputation. But as the expence, of 
fending difpatches to India has been borne 
by Mr. Haftings, and as they were feng by 
his direftions, I have a particular pleafure in 
afferting, that he has been the means of put- 
ting an early ftop to the calamities of war, and 
to the effuffion of blood, in India. I fear an 
account of the peace to India over land. , Mr. 
Wraxall wrote to Madras at the fame time : but 
as I paid the expence of the exprefs from Vienna 
to Conftantinople, as the Tartars who conveyed 
the létters from Conflantinople to Aleppo, and 
the Arabs who carried them from thence actos 
the Defart to Bufforah, were employed by my 
correfj fpondents, and their drafts for this fervice, 
about 200). were difcharged by me on Mr. “Hat 
dings’ account, and by his diréQtions, I think 
it but ‘tir’ that he thould have the credit of fo 


saved 
ineriebrious an act. 
With 
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With a view, I fuppofe, of affixing, in fome 
degree, the charge of inconfiftency’upon Mr. 
Dundas, you fay, “* We have not forgot,” and I 
hope he has not forgot, ‘ the clear and forcible 
*€ manner in which he ftated that univerfal fyf- 
*© tematic breach of treaties, which has made the 
* British faith proverbial in the Ealt.” No man, 
Sir, attended more diligently to every proceeding 
of Parliament, in which Mr. Haftings was con- 
cerned, than I have done. I think the Fifth and 
Sixth Reports of the Secret Committee are fairly 
and impartially drawn, (very different indeed from 
the infamous libels Mr. Debrett has publifhed ;) 
put I am free to fay, that in the opinion of much 
wifer men than myfelf, the refolutions which paf- 
fed the Houfe of Commons cannot be fairly juf- 
tified hy any thing contained in thpfe Reports. 
Upon political points very honourable and honeft 
men may differ. Mr. Dundas had certainly con- 
ceiyed upfavourable impreffions of the public 
condua& of Mr. Haftings in fome inftances: ia 
others, however, he gaye him great eredit, in 
particular for his feafanable, wife, and fpirited 
condyét on the fink invation of the Carnatic, and 
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iW his Reborions With the: Sabsh'of the "Deleon, 
WME Dagdds firids tidw; thet Mr. Hattings hae hos 
ESM vH2 eb teltnoe uf tHe natives + Be gives to‘hiin 
We crellhe of cduchiding the Maratea peace, and 
tfarnithing fixppiies for dupporting the war th 
the Carnatic. Will you be pleafed, Sir, to niake 
the wide diftin@ion between your conduct and 
bhi Phindas's: ~~ He never pledwed himbif to 
Ged, the Houle of Commons, and his cowatry, 
td Grove Mr. Heftings the moft sctorivns delin- 
Quene Wadia ever Law — He never queltiéned trig 
‘Witehtity - Hb difavowetl, in che molt Felénin 
wind publit dienner, every idee of removing Mr. 
“Fieings upér any: thet ground than ‘thet of 
‘ enpediency <1 7 profefied 4 very high opinion 
OF his abilities, Med affvred; that, in many fa. 
Tafites, Re ws aprtat ahd meriterions Rrvarit oF 
the Company, tiouph” he conceived (errondodfiy 
¥ avow) that Mr. Haftings withed to extend the 
Shih dsinidioahin Fadia, which'hé wildly deem- 
- Ud eiiBe iiptipépdlicy: Wherher che refohedion 
+ Mik! WE Wands prbsoRd jn-e72l Sor he 
Potaay ait eg ertiats 2 wis Hie, dr Birwll;" po. 
Pic} PIERRpaigehk norman centehualde, 
New 
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wr zevents haye arifey in: India; and every difs 
tch from thes ceunty tends ta convince every 
an, who ixepen te convjGion, that the removal 
Mr, Haftings in 1782 would have been highs 
impolitic, and might have been .atremded with 
¢ lofs of India, 


Solemnly as you are piedged to prove Mr. Haf- 
ngs ¢ moft notorious delinqueat, ysu and your 
‘fend, Mr. Fox, ‘were as folemoly engaged ta bring 
ord North to punifhmens for the calamities he 
as brought upon this countsy. Let us, for God's 
ake, Sir, hear no more of thefe folemn pledges, 
The nauon is difgufted with them. If you can 
wing a charge againit. Mr. Haftings, do it at 
mee; and do not«(to uf your owa words) treat 
him with. unworthy and illiberal language, beyond 
gii.example of pashamentacy liberty. 


¥oa -have faid,..Sir, that .Ms. Haftings dami- 
peers. with .an overbearing {way in the aflemblies 
ef bis pretended mafters ; and, is is thought, in 2 
@egrer, rag to venture to nante his .effences in the 


tively 
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tively declare to be totally void of foundation, 
With regard to the fcond, I anxicufly with to 
hear his offences fated; but you well know, Sir, 
that his charaéter has been infamoufly and fhame- 
felly traduced in the affembly you mention. I 
believe, indeed, fome of his traducers have re- 
pented of their rafbnefs,; but that Mr. Haftings 
has a corrupt influence in Parliament, that he has 
brought in a fingle member, that he is {upported 
by any means whatever except fuch as are ftridtly 
honourable, by the fuffrages of honeft and inde- 
pendent men, I folemnly deny. Sir Thomas 
Rumbold was prefent to plead his own caufe, and 
I have heard him fpeak to the good fenfe and 
feeling of the Honfe with great effect. But who 
have been the advocaces of Mr. Hailings? Men 
entirely unconnefted with him. Men who have 
no favours to atk from him, who are aétuated 
wholiy by pure and patriotic principles, and who 
obferve, with indignation and repret, the con- 
tinued, though unavailing, efforts of interefied 
men to blait his well-earned fame, asd to re 
move him from his fation. Will you avoy, Sig, 
that 'yqu are, qualified to determine upon, Mr. 
oes Haftings’s 
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Haftiogs’s offences, as you call them? Can any 
man be more intercfted in the removal and the 
ruin of Mr. Haftings than ‘you are—foleraniy 
pledged to prove his dehnquency, and your 
family poffeffing the Tanjore Agency? Can 
General Smith be deemed a proper judge upon 
the queftion? Is it not a matter of public aoto- 
riety, that had Mr. Fox’s bill paffed, he wus to 
have gone in a high ftation to India? Shall I 
prove the truth of this affertion > Will the Generai 
fay his baggage was not packed up; or, will he 
deny, that he has talked of his {peedy departure 
from England, not as a fecret, but as a matter of 
public notoriety? If thefe facts are true, fhall 
General Smith be deemed an impartial judge upon 


the queftion of Mr. Haltings’s removal? 


Speaking of Mr. Haftings, you fay, “ Obferve, 
© Sir, the fpirit of this man, (which if it were 
‘¢ not made manifeft by a thoufand things, and 
“« particularly by his proceedings with regard to 
et Lord Macartney,” &c. &c.) Indeed, Sir, it 
is rather unfair to offer infinuations of this Kind, 
What do you mean by Mr. Haftings’s proceedings 

with 
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with yezefd to Lord Macartney? Is it, that he 
Gilepproved of the écilion of a part of the Carnatic 
0 ‘Fippoo Saib? Is it, that he oppofed his Lord. 
thip’s treatment of the Nabob? or what do you 
sHude to? Mr. Haftings and Lord Macartney 
have had public differences. The reprefentations 
of both parties are at the India Houfe. Let them 
be fairly examined ; but for God's fake, Sir, let 
neither be condemned by implication. The con- 
temptuous exzpreffions of “ this man,” falling 
from fo violent a Party Man as Mr. Burke, will 
never injure Mr. Haftings. 


In my Letter to Mr. Fox, I have fully explained 
Mr. Haftings’s motives and withes, for entering 
into an alliance, offenfive and defenfive, with the 
Marattas againft Hyder Ally Cawn. You fay, 
“ that evafion and fraud were the declared bafis 
“ of the Maratta treaty.” Attend, I pray you, to 
the matter of fa@. In confequence of the treaty 
Madajee Sindia wrote to Tippoo Saib, requiring 
bins to actede to the terms of it. A general 
peace in India was earneftly withed for; bur if 
Tippeo Saib determined, in conjunction with his 

French 
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French allies, to continue the war, was it ay 
wile. lic jn the Su reme Council to multi l 

go and to a him in every ae 
pa ak ee es at ee 

your remarks on, the propofed partition treaty 
are not warranted from the actual ftate of facts, 
We propofe a treaty of partition—before it is 
concluded, we conquer a province. We reafonably 
{uppofs, that we have an exclufive right to this 
conqueff , and we are not fully informed of the 
terms on which it was furiendered to our arms, 
We contend very reafonably, that we have an 
exclufive right to this provinces; but of fo much 
importance do we deem the treaty of partition to 
our exiftence in India, that, to fecure the execution 
of it, we are willing to divide this conqueft with 
the Marattas. The half of Biddenore would 
have remained in our hands; and furely, Si, 
this would have enabled us to offer an equivalent 
to Hyet Saib, for any deviation from the adual 
terms of the furrender. I am afhamed to reply to 
fuch palpable puerilities. Not having the moff 
diftant idea of the pacification in Europe, feeing 
that the French were pouring troops every day 


into the Carnatic, having authentic intelligence 
I that 
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that feveral French and Dutch fhips were coming 
out to reinforce Munf. Sufftein, was Mr. Haftings, 
or was he not, to take every poffible means to 
counteract fo powerful a combination? Your 
profeffion, Sir, is talking—Mr. Haftings is the 
preferver of an empire. 


I folemnly deny that the « Governor General 
‘* admits he has not been very delicate with repard 
“* to public faith.” The letter to which you allude 
for proof of this affertion, is now before me; but 
will any other man fay it can bear fuch a conftruc- 
tion? General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and 
Mr. Francis, had cenfured the fale of Corah, the 
ftoppage of the Mogul’s tribute, and the Rohilla 
war. Mr. Haftings having formerly anfwered 
each of thefe objetions feparately, ftated in this 
letter the pecuniary advantages to the Company 
from thefe tranfactions; but, that in any one of 
them he violated a treaty, or made fuch an‘ad- 
miffion, I deny. You reafon ftill more Ufifairly 
than Mr, Francis. That gentleman {faid, th’ a 
pamphlet he publifhed foon after his arrival in 


Enoland, that the bond debt, in Bengal, of a 
million 
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million fterling, and upwards, was paid off withig 
a year after the arrival of General Clavering, Co- 
lonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis. Now, Sir, it is 
rather hard to abufe Mr. Haftings for providing 
the funds by which the debt was liquidated, and 
then modeftly to affume the merit of paying it 
off. You fay ‘as to the Marattas, they had 
‘¢ fo many crofs treaties with the States General of 
‘¢ that nation, and with each of the Chiefs, that it 
** was notorious, that no one of thefe agreements 
“ could be kept without grofsly violating the reft.” 
Will you be fo good, Sir, to enlighten my under- 
ftanding, by informing me, with whom thefe cro/s 
treaties were made ? We concluded one treaty with 
Futty Sing; another with the Rana of Gohud ; 
but I cannot conceive how thefe can be termed 
crofs treaties. In the late war with the Marattas, 
we were principals, and not auxiliaries to Rage- 
nant Row. Mr. Haftings drew Madajee Sindia 
from Guzzerat, by invading Malwa, and by fup- 
porting the Rana of Gohud. From an enemy, 
Sindia became our inflrument in concluding a 
general peace. You add, “ Ic was obferved that 

12 ¢ if 
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“if che tertns ‘of the feveral treaties had been 
* kept, two Britifh armies would, at one and the 
* fame time, have met in the field to cut each 
‘© others throats.” Do you affent to the truth of 
this remark? Never was an affertion more un- 
founded ; and I believe ic is now made for the firft 
time. Mr. Dundas (if he is your authority) faid, 
that had the treaty with Moodajee Boofla deen con- 
cluded by the Supreme Council, in oppofition to 
the treaty actually concluded at Bombay, with 
Ragenaut Row, two Britifh armics might have 
met as enemies, 


I am very unwilling to follow you again through 
the Benares bufinefs. If ever a fubjeét was fully 
inveftigated, it is this. If ever the fallacious 
teafoning of your committee, and of your late 
fattion in Leadenhall-ftreet, was expofed, the 
writers of the letters figned “* Detector,” has 
fully refuted every thing you have afferted ;—~at 
préfent you have faid nothing new. I afk you 
plainty, Sir, if Cheyt Sing did not owe his thare 
of independence, his rank, and his poffeffions 

* to the favour of the Englifh. His father was, as 
Mr. 
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Mr. Haftings has ftated in his Narrative, a mere 
aumil, or collector. If you difcredit Mr. Haf- 
tings, you will believe Rajah Bulwant Sing. His 
own words, on the 21ft of November 1764, to 
the Commander in Chief of our army, were, ‘ If 
“you, gentlemen, choofe to poffefs yourfelves of 
“ Sojah Dowlah’s country, I will agree to hold 
“* the Sircars of Benares and Ghauzipore on the fame 
“ terms I bold them from Sujab Dowlab.” This is 
not the propofal of a Zenindar, but of an aumil 
or collector, In another propcfal he ftates, that 
thefe diftricts “have been long under his jurif- 
diction.” And the fact is, that the father of 
Cheye Sing was merely a collector, removeable at 
the pleafure of his mafter. 


Ye is rather an unfortunate circumflance for your 
honourable friend Mr. Fox, that every thing he 
ventured to affert, in order to deceive and miflead 
the world, during the progrefs of his India Bill, is 
totally unfounded. We have advices from Madras 
of thé 8th of September, Lord Macartney is not 
fufpended, nor is he in any danger of fharing the 
fate of Lord Pigot, There is not an enemy in 

the 


E 62 ] 

the Carnatic, Tanjore or the northern Ciscars. 
Tippoo Saib has exprefied a fincere with for peace, 
and be bas fent a Vackeel to Mr. Hafings in Cal- 
cusia, ta negociate and fettle the terms of it. He 
has written to Madajee Sindia on the fame fub- 
ject. We have advices from Bengal of the gth of 
Auguft. Peace and tranquillity reigned there, 
and in Oude. The army was reduced to a peace 
eftablifhment, and retrenchments had been ef- 
feted in every department of the government. 
How different the picture of your honourable 
friend! How calculated to deceive is Mr. 
Burke’s Speech | as Mr. Dodfley is pleafed to call 
if, 


J hope and truft (and here again I ufe your own 
words) you, and the public, will give me cred, 
when I faithfully affure you that, jg this reply, I 
have not refuted one fourth part of what J am 
able to refute. I am, in truth, afraid of fa 
tiguing my readers ; and I know very well, that 
orators by profefiion, have talked {9 often and fo 
Jong, they are very ill attended to in the Houfe, 
and fcarcely thought of out of ik. . You have 

not 
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not been more injurious and unjuft in your reflec 
tiotis upon Mr. Faftings, than you were fulfome 
in your panegyric upon Mr. Fox. Good God! 
to talk of Mr. Fox being a fufferer by popular 
Gelufions! Whether that gentleman authorized 
the delufions which were practifed upon the pub- 
lic during the progrefs of his bill through the 
Houfe of Commons, or not, you muft know 
bettet than Ido; but read, I pray you, the newf- 
papers for November and December; read the 
minifterial {peeches of thofe months, and then tell 
me who had recourfe to popular delufions. Was 
the publication of the 11th Report of the Selec 
Committee, without an appendix, done with an 
intent to delude the public or not? Was the 
publication of a letter from the Vizier to Mr. 
Haftings, in ‘every newfpaper in England, with 
4n omiffion of the date (1779) done with an 
iftent to delude the public or not? Was a fal~ 
laciotts ftatement of the Company’s affairs, made 
to delude the public or not? Was Sir Henry 
Flauher’s effertion, that Mr. Haftings had pro- 
pofd the fufpenfion of Lord Macartney, ine 
tended to delude the public or nor? Was-his 
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falfe ftatement of the value of Broach, intended to 
delude the public or not? A could mention 
a hundred other inflances of arts _practifed to 
blind, the public, and to "hurry the India Bul 
through the feveral branches of the Legiflature, 
before its fatal tandency could be fually difcovered. 
This cannot now happen. The Eaft-India Com- 
pany and Mr. Haftings have a cominon caufe with 
the people of England. As robbery and in. 
juftice were faid by you to be the motive and end 
of Lord Noith’s bill of 1773, what will the nation 
think of the fcheme of 1783? The Britith nation 
is roufed from its lethargy; and hawever your 
fii.nds may fare in the general ftruggle for of- 


fices, the India Bul is happily loft for ever. 


A ftranger reading your {peech, would con- 
clude, from the contemptuous manner in which 
you mention the name of the Governor Ge- 
neral, when you fpeak of the profperity af 
“* Benfield, Haftings, and others of that fort,” 
that he was fome low fellow, who, by a ftrange 
and whimfical turn of fortune, had got pofteffion 
of a very high office in the ftate. If any of — 
your own “particular friends come under fuch a 


defcrip~ 
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deforfption, Mr. Haftings certainly does not. 

He is defcended from one of the mow aticient, 
and honourable families in this kingdom. He 
received the beft of educations at Weftmintter, 
is cotemporary with Lord Stormont, and many 
ogher verv honorable characters in the kingdom. 
He became a civil fervant of the Company above 
thirty-four years ago; has filled feveral very high 
and iriportant ftations in India; and has enjoyed 
the firft office in the gift of this country nearly 
twelve years. Is it decent, Sir, is it proper, to 
{peak fo contemptuoufly of fuch a man? Or, 
admitting, that, in the heat of debate, you had 
forgot yourfelf, furely you cannot juftify your 
conduct, in coolly and deliberately compofing 
fuch contemptible reflections, for the perufal of 
the public. | 


TRe opening of your fpeech is grave nnd fb- 
Jema. “We are on a confpicuous ftage, and 
“the world marks our demeanour.” I readily 
allow it. The Earopean world hes beheld, with 
aftehithment, the treatment which Mr. Haft ogs 
fids"zeceived, and the pains which a Faction in 

‘i K this 
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this country “has taken to lefe India. The ab- 
furdity of owr aonduck cannot efcape the obfer- 
vation of any man of common fnfe, im any quar- 
ter of the globe. I copy, fer your inftrudtion, 
the following paragraphs of two leters which I 
received from Fort St. George, by the Medea. 
The letters are dated the 2d and 6th of Sep- 
tember, and were written by an officer who has 
ferved the Company fixteen years. He had the 
honour to be diftinguifhed by thar gallant old 
general, Sir Eyre Coote, under whofe command 
he ferved, upon the coaft, at the head -of one 
of the Bengal regiments ; and I can affure you, 
Sir, that the writer of the letters never received 
a favour from My. Haftings in his fe. 


‘¢ Camp at the Mount, Sepeembtt as 2783. 

«WE now hear that Mr. Haftings will be 
*‘fucceeded, or fisperceded, by Loyd Garlifle. 
EF X judge aright, Mr. Hlaftings wes not fo 
“ saxiols to remain Govesnor General, a6 to pre- 
«vent his ‘enembes from driving him from che 
“chaie in difgrace, which, I judge, hes been 
“ sccomplithed, and thet he may sow feturn 
«é to 
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F to England, without being reproached with 
“€ criminality ; and, as for the fuccefs of his 
“¢ meafures, they will appear in a more favour- 
‘‘ able point of view than was expected, as there 
“is a profpect of a fpeedy and general peace in 
‘‘ India, in the accomplifhment of which he has 
*€ certainly a very great fhare of merit. I believe 
“ the people at home were {fo infatuated as to fup- 
“ pofe that the wars in this country were kept up, 
‘¢ merely from the arbitrary and bafe meafures of 
“ our rulers in India, and that a few invectives 
*¢ thrown gut in the Houfe of Commons, and a 
‘¢ difayowal of the conduct of the Company’s 
“ feryants, would at once bring about a peace; 
*< but furely they miftake thefe matters. The 
*¢ fame over-grown power which attra¢ted the 
“notice, and infpired ‘the jealoufy, of the Euro- 
© pean nations, had the fame effect in India. 
ba Moderation and juftice are amiable qualities, 
se ard fhould never be forgotten either in private 
« or public life; but they almoft ceafe to be vir- 
tues when exercifed or profeffed in the hoor of 
misfortune only. Let us retrieve the honour of 
* our arms, whateyer may be the opinion of men 

K 2 cé refpect- 
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t refpecting the caulé of our prefent troubles ; 
“and when we have nothing to fear, let ws be 
¢ juft, and even generous,” 


(The Crocodile frigate arrived se Madras the 
gd of September, She carried en account of 
your coalition with Lord North, and that Mr, 
Fox meant to bring forward India affairs taft 
year, and fo fend out new men to Bengal.) 


“« 6th Sepeeinber, 1783. 
s¢ We are confounded by a varicty of regula- 
‘tions, both here and at home, ‘Fhe whole 
‘fyftem is enervated by fuch unfteady mea- 
“ fures, The minds of black’and white are kept 
*‘ in a contiqual ftate of fufpenfe ; and the bands, 
which formerly united them, are quite unftrung. 
“A moft unfortunate period has ‘been chofes for 
“new modeling the affairs of India, The Bews 
+ flies about, and contending ” powers, with gteat 
 reafon, fear to hegotiace wich 4 Government 
* on the eve of its decesfe.” 
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If you were to call any gentlemen before you, 
who have lately arrived from India, I fancy, Sir, 
they would fubfcribe to the juttice of the writer's 
fentiments. How repeatedly has Mr. Haftings 
called upon the Government of this country 
either to remove or to fupport him! Does any 
maa living with more fincerely for a decifion than 
he does? Give him but a fair trial, if you mean 
to remove him on rhe ground of delinquency, and 
T afk no more. Prove the expediency of remov- 
ing him, and appoint a fucceffor, without the lofs 
of a moment ;— but do not continue him in pof- 
feffion of the firft office under the Britith empire, 
and rail at him in terms which would difgrace an 
inhabicant of Billingfgate. 


¥ have now lying before me a large octavo, 
masked ‘ Burke’s Tratts,” and printed by Mr. 
Podiley. L find in fome of thefe traéts, fen- 
timents fa exceedingly different from many parts 
of the prefent fpeech, that I am half inclined to 
think Mr. Dodfley has borrowed your name to 
aid the fale of the rhapfody I have been com- 


menting upon, If fo, you will pardon the free- 
dom 
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dom of my remarks: but if you have réafty a0: 
thorifed Mr. Dodfley to print the Speech, if you 
avow it to be your own compofition, I take upon 
me to fay, in the words of Mr. Dallas, that from 
the firft page to the laft I can dereét * infinuas 
“tion without ground, affertion without proof, 


bd 


“ fadts without evidence; language tnwarrant- 
- © ably conftrued; unjuft inferences, and unfair 
‘¢ conclufions.” 


] have the honour to be, 
SIR, 
Your moft obedient 
And moft humbie Servant, 
JOHN scorT. 
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The Third (or laft) Seifion of the prefent Parliament, in Three 
Volumes, Price 11 4s. All half-bound and Icttered. 

The three preceding Numbers of the prefent Seflion, Price 1s, 
each. 

#.* Thofe Gentlemen who want any particular Numbers to 
compleat their Setts,, are earncftly defired to order them as fpeedily 
as poffible. 

This Day is publi fred, 


Weatly printed in Six Volumes, Price 18s. fewed, 
[A NEW EDITION, confiderably improved and enlarged, in 
which is inferted feveral curious Pieces, by Lady Craven, the 
Marquis of Carmarthen, the Earls of Carlifle, Buchan, Nugent; 
the Lords Palmenfone, Mulgrave, Holland ; Sir J. Moore, Right 
Hon. C. J. Fox, Right Hon. R. Fitzpatrick, Hon. Temple Lut- 
trel, Sir W. Jones, Br. B. Franklin, J. Wilkes, D. Garrick, R. 
B. Sheridan, J. Courtney, W. Hayley, J. S- Hall, C- Anftey, 
C. Whitfoord, Sir Charles Hanbury Williams, Mr. Gray, Mr. 
Mafon, G. Ellis, R. Cumbeiland, B. Edwards, Capt. E. Thom- 


fon, &c. &c. which were not ina former Edition ; together with 
feveral 


z2 BOOKS PRINTED FOR J. BEBRETT, 


feverl Btecs, ow fd printed fram the Aechoes iemitpripes the 
whole carcfully revifed, arranged, and corredéted} of 

THE NEW FOUNBLING HOSPITAL, FOR WIT. 
Being a Collcétion of Fugitive Pieces in Prati anéVerfe, not in 


any other Collection. a 
This Day are pabkfacd, in two large Volumes, vamo. Price §3- 
in beards, % 


[Written by JOHN ABERCROMBIE; Author of Every Man 
HIs OWN GarOnyr, and ornamented with an Head of the Au- 
thor, engraved, by WaLkeER, } 

THE FROPAGATION and BOTANICAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS of PLANTS and TREES, ufeful and ornamental, jpro- 
per for Cultivation in every Department of Gardening; Nucicrics, 
Plantations, and Agricukure. Containing the fulleft Praftical Di- 
vettions for raifing al! Plants, Trees; Flowers, Frits, &r. “now 
fir thoroughly explained. Together with the completeft fy@ermg- 
tic difplay of all the cultivated fpecies, and varieties of plants, &c. 
&c. Both herbaceous and wdady kind, hardy and tender ; all arran- 
ged in their proper genera, or families; with their Botanic, Latin, 
and Englith names; and, in the prtater part, fpecifie defcriptions, 
ang the native places of growth; comprifed m eight divifions, ‘viz, 

Kitchen Gaiden Plants, Annual FI Plants, 
Frait Trees, Grem-Houtt Pid, : 
Foyeit and Ornamental Trees |* Hot-Houfe P ee 

and Shrubs, Plants belonging to Agricul- 
Perennial & Biennial Flower { ture. : 


Plants, i . 
,;. Aud under each divrfion, general obfervations on the nature of 
hy methods of propagation, culture, &c of the refpedtive 


s, 

The whole forming 2 very neceflary and ufeful Companion to 
all Gardeners, Nurferymen, Florifts, Botanifts, Planters, Seedfimen, 
Farmers, ani every one guy ways concerned, either in the cultiva 

rater cecongpical ufes, Src. of the Vegetable Kingdom, = 

A Waangrive of the Transactions ia Bengal during the 

,Adnunittation bf Mr. Hastines. By Major Juan Scorr. 
Secand Edition, with conlidepable Additions. Price as. 6d. 
Proceedings et a Genesal Court af Proprietors of Eaft-India 
Stock, refpefting the Hou. Waaxen Hastines, Governer Gene- 
ta = Price, ys. 
An autizntic Account of the Debates in the Houfe of Lords on 
the Zah-India Bill, on the oth, 25th, and s7th of December; to 
which ate added, accurate Lifts of the Divifiens. Pricc as. aa ‘. 


